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Alert 


For MORE than 57 years, the Soo Line 
has been “alert” to the needs of shippers 
to and from the great Northwest and 
Canada. 

Today, with the war effort uppermost 
with everyone, the Soo Line facilities are 
at the immediate disposal of the two great 


nations it is our distinct privilege to 


serve... The United States and Canada. 


INTERNATIONAL ... 


Fortunately, however, as a result of 
“alertness” in railroad planning, plus a 
splendid spirit of cooperation on the 
part of shippers and travellers, we are 
able to meet every requirement of the 
governments of the United States and 
Canada, and still maintain our services 
to the public, with only slight inconven- 
iences. Route your freight via Soo Line. 
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We dont train MEN BUT we TRANSPORT ‘Em 
We don't make TANKS BU [| we TRANSPORT ‘Em 


We dont make BULEIS BUT we TRANSPORT Em |= 





qo TRANSPORTA TION 


1S OUR JOB 


and we are Proud To Serve Our Country ; 


~\ GULF MOBILE AND OHIO 
ba ee RAILROAD COMPANY 
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The Function of the Press 


We are hearing a lot these days about the function 
of the newspapers—what they “ought” and “ought 
not” to print and whether their “freedom” ought to be 
suppressed or curtailed. Most of those who talk appar- 
ently know as little of their subject as most of their hear- 
ers, for it is strange kui true that the public, ignorant, of 
course, about a good many things not within its range of 
experience and knowledge, is seemingly more ignorant 
about newspapers and the way in which they should be 
expected to function than about almost anything else— 
strange because every member of the public comes in 
contact with the daily press and should know consider- 


able about it, one would think, if only by the process 
of absorption. 


The newspaper, fundamentally, exists for the pur- 
pose of telling its readers what is going on locally and 
in the world at large. The extent to which it does this 
adequately and correctly determines its excellence in 
the field, in a news sense. To news it may and usually 
does add “‘features,’”’ such as comic strips, theatrical, 
literary, and art gossip, contract bridge articles, cross- 
word puzzles, and what not. The extent to which it does 
this in a way to interest readers determines its excel- 
lence in this field. Also, there is an editorial page in 
which the editor, for the information and guidance of 


his public, endeavors to lead thought in correct chan- 
nels. The extent to which he is able to accomplish this 
end determines his standing in this respect. 


The newspaper, frankly, is a business enterprise. 
It may, in normal times, subject to rules of decency 
and laws of libel, print anything it pleases in order to 
sell papers. There is no “ought” or “ought not” except 
as determined by the editor. If he determines wisely, 
he is a good editor and his paper should thrive; if he 
determines unwisely, he is an incompetent editor and 
his paper should and usually does suffer correspond- 
ingly. He is more competent than his readers to judge 
the “oughts” and “ought nots” because that is his busi- 
ness, while the reader is usually governed by his likes 
and dislikes, his hates and his loves, his pets and his 
pet peeves, and his own particular tastes and beliefs. 
We once knew a preacher—and a pretty prominent 
preacher at that—who contended that the Monday pa- 
per ought to print a resume of all the sermons preached 
on Sunday. He thought only of his “ought” and not at 
all of whether the people would care to read that sym- 
posium rather than something else; neither could he 
imagine that something else could be of more impor- 
tance than what he and his fellows said in their pulpits. 
And, of course, it was no part of his consideration that 





OUR PLATFORM 
(THE LONG HAUL) 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, gevernment control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves and co- 
operation by shippers in such economies. 


Coordination of rail and truck facilities and joint rates, 
where practicable and advantageous. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission com 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have te deal. 

Simplification ef Commission procedure. 


Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

Revision of railroad working rules and agreements to 
prevent pay for work not done. 


A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 


of men, 


(THE SHORT HAUL) 


Every effort by railroads not only to expand their car 
and motive power supply to meet the present emergency 
demands, but to make their present supply go as far as pos- 
sible. Cooperation by shippers in these efforts. 

A scientific and fair treatment of the transportation 
problem by the board created by Congress to make recom- 
mendations for legislation. 
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Kill the St. Lawrence waterway proposal. 

Move the Commission to Chicage. 

Repeal the land grant rate law. 

Abolish circuitous routing of freight. 

Curtail free passenger transportation. 

No Pullman reservations without cash for tickets. 
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the newspaper might and probably would starve to 
death if it was edited as he desired. 

There are, of course, some venal newspapers, just 
as there are crooks in all walks of life and all businesses. 
They are comparatively few, however, and they do not 
usually last long. There are others that, though not 
venal, lend themselves to some cause or other to the 
exclusion of all consideration of the other side. Such 
papers, in the course of time, lose most of their in- 
fluence and circulation—and, therefore, their profits. 
The wise and competent editor knows that, quite aside 
from all considerations of what is morally right or 
wrong, it is good business to tell both sides and let 
everybody have his say. In other words, the newspaper 
that tells the truth and does it most adequately and in- 
terestingly in its news columns, is the one that suc- 
ceeds, especially if its editorial column is strong and 
conducted with fairness. 

In time of war, of course, there are limitations on 
what the newspaper may or “ought” to print. Such 
limitations are set up by government and must be ob- 
served, even though the editor may not think them 
wise. To the extent that he does think them wise he 
would obey them anyhow, just as any other good citi- 
zen does what he thinks is right at such a time. The 
newspaper must not print anything that would give 
information to the enemy. In this country at this time 
it is not even allowed to print the war news that the 
people should have, though the enemy already has it. 
We are having now, as we always have in time of war, 
an example of people who know nothing of the news- 
paper business and who seem to know still.less about 
what it is proper for citizens to be permitted to know 
about the war and its prosecution, telling the newspa- 
pers what not to print. Fortunately, they have not yet 
reached the point of telling them what they must print. 

Whatever may be the limits imposed by censorship 
and good sense on giving information to the enemy, the 
privilege and duty of the editor to criticize where he 
thinks criticism is warranted are not impaired, though 
it is in this field that a good deal of the “ought” and 
“ought not” argument is heard. An editor who criti- 
cizes the administration, for instance, is likely to be 
accused of “treason” or something like it. Those who 
thus find fault would have everything in sweet accord 
with administration policies. Fortunately, a large part 
of the press still feels itself justified in criticizing—and 
God knows there is enough to criticize. In our own field 
—and sometimes, perhaps, a little outside of it—we 
shall continue to condemn what we consider to be wrong 
courses and advocate what we believe to be right ones. 


The 1942 annual convention of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., has passed into history and 
Mr. Thurman Arnold could still say truthfully, if the 
question were asked as to why he persisted in wasting 
thousands of transportation man-hours in war time 
in his investigation of rate-making activities, that no 
one seemed to be complaining about it. 
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Of course, many people are complaining — the 
trucking interests among the loudest of the chorus, 
But they, like railroad men and shippers, are doing al] 
their complaining among themselves. Like the Na. 
tional Association of Regional Advisory Boards, which 
“shushed” a proposed resolution on the subject, the 
A. T. A. also side-stepped the question. Mr. Arnold 
can’t be expected to admit that there is strong feeling 
against his project on the strength of luncheon-table 
and hotel-room expressions. He doesn’t go around 
listening for those things, and, even if he should hap. 
pen to overhear them, he could hardly be expected to 
act on them. So far as his office is concerned, except 
for a resolution adopted and sent to him by the Com- 
merce and Industry Association of New York, nobody 
affected objects to what he is doing. 


“A. E. HM.” Retires 


This week marks the retirement from our service 

of Mr. A. E. Heiss, who has been chief of our 
Washington news bureau since 1911, a period of 31 
years. Before we had a full-fledged Washington news 
bureau, Mr. Heiss wrote for us on transportation af- 
fairs from Washington, where he was a newspaper 
correspondent. He is now the senior of the Washington 
newspaper correspondents entitled to the privileges of 
the press galleries of the two houses of Congress and 
his name has been carried in the list of newspaper 
correspondents published in the Congressional Direc- 
tory since December, 1895. 


He began his newspaper work in 1887 as a reporter 
for the News, Mansfield, O. Representative M. D. 
Harter, of Ohio, author of the Harter shipping act, 
was his Sunday School teacher. After going to Wash- 
ington he served as correspondent for the Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, Pittsburgh Dispatch, New Orleans Times 
Democrat, and Philadelphia Evening World, until he 
made a “full time” arrangement with The Traffic World. 
Only a few years after the act to regulate commerce 
was enacted in 1887 he began writing about rates and 
the regulation of carriers. In 1906, when the Hepburn 
act increasing the powers of the Commission was 
passed, he wrote about the making of that legislation 
and was closely acquainted with Representative John 
J. Esch, of Wisconsin, later a member of the Commis- 
sion, and Representative Charles E. Townsend, of 
Michigan, later a senator from Michigan, who were the 
driving force behind the enactment. The two congress- 
men began referring to the measure as the “Hepburn” 
bill out of deference to Representative Hepburn, of Iowa, 
who was chairman of the House Committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce, and who worked with them in 
getting the bill through Congress. 

Having specialized thus on regulatory matters, Mr. 
Heiss easily bridged the gap between general newspaper 
work and the special field in which he soon became 


recognized as an expert. He understood the intricacies 
(Continued on page 1014) 
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WASHINGTON 





Several years hence, probably, Congress will 
order the publication of a volume or two 


Thoughts about the work of the Board of Investigation 
and Research. The volume or volumes will 
About a Fat be an answer to the command of the trans- 
portation act of 1940 directing the board to 
Volume investigate the relative economy and fitness 


of railroads, motor carriers, and water car- 

riers for transportation service; the extent 
to which each of those types has been or is receiving public 
aid, and the extent to which taxes are imposed on each type 
by the United States and other governmental agencies. 

But before the board publishes its volume or volumes, 
other folks will publish volumes of advice for consideration 
of the board. Gutenberg, in teaching the world to print from 
movable type, undoubtedly conferred a benefit on mankind, 
but he also made possible much tribulation for those whose 
sense of duty compels them to read the volumes submitted 
to the board. 

The Association of American Railroads has already sub- 
mitted a brief of 306 printed pages—not on the whole subject, 
but only on the extent of public aid. Later, the association 
promises to give its idea as to what should be done with the 
subsidy situation disclosed by this volume about the aids the 
types of carriers receive. The promise from that organization 
is for several volumes. He is an optimist, who thinks other 
organizations will not do likewise, perhaps not too volubly, 
but still wordily enough to satisfy the most voracious of read- 
ers not worried about the fact that, probably if not positively, 
nothing will be done as a result of this spree of essay writing 
commanded by the latest transportation act. 

Nothing will be done about the matter because farmers 
want good roads for themselves even if they are places of 
business for common and contract carriers by motor’ vehicle. 
Nothing will be done about improving waterways because big 
shippers of heavy and bulky traffic know they can use the 
streams for much of their traffic, giving to the railroads and 
the motor carriers only that which they can move more 
profitable by employing their vehicles. 

In other words, the people think they need the three types 
and that transportation is as much of an ingredient in the 
i and distributing of food and wares as wheat, ore, and 
umber. 

Only if and when the country has gone Communistic or 
Socialistic, will any serious consideration be given, by those 
having power to do something, as to which is the best type. 
Then only will the thing be thought about by those in power 
because they think they know better what is good for “the 
people” than do the people themselves. Until that time comes, 
many estimable men, and some women, too, will be making a 
living by writing and printing volumes on the subject, or even 
newspaper pieces about the various phases of the matter. 


One thing about this war that has 
struck J. L. Beven, president of the 
Illinois Central, is the frequency with 
which each soldier moves around 





Why So Much 


Travel by Soldiers nowadays. He commented on that in 
, his column in the Illinois Central 
in This War? Magazine. 


According to Mr. Beven, records 

of 1917-18 show that, in the other 

World war, an American soldier, on the average, was moved 

three times by railroad before he was sent out of the country. 
Now he is moved six times. 

Inasmuch as the army is now much more mechanized 
than in the other war, more freight trains are needed for 
Moving his gear. Mr. Beven called attention to those facts 
a a background for congratulating other Illinois Central men. 
With fewer engines and cars than in the other war, he ob- 
served, the railroads had carried a much heavier load. 

_ The chances are that neither Mr. Beven nor any other 
railroad man will call attention to the fact that government 
men and railroad men ar fine illustrations of the accuracy 
of the old saying that a burnt child dreads fire. 

The representatives of the government, particularly the 








1013 


army officers, have avoided railroads as if they were poison. 
And railroad men have definitely found out that putting stars, 
eagles, leaves, or bars on the shoulders of men do not make 
them competent to give directions to transportation men. It 
was not so twenty-five years ago. Then, even such a man as 
the late L. F. Loree inquired with at least half-bated breath, 
about the identity of a man strutting around the hearing 
room of the Commission, wearing the bars of a captain. The 
captain was only a telegraph operator who had been taken 
into the signal corps. 

So the railroads in this war period have not issued priority 
orders for the movement of cars, signed, in blank, so that 
every dealer in scrap and junk could placard his freight for 
preferred movement to such an extent that about eighty per 
cent of the cars in the Pittsburgh yards bore the red-white- 
and-blue priority cards. And blocked tracks had to be relieved 
by having car bodies lifted from trucks on one track to trucks 
on another. 

The army and the railroads then learned such a lesson 
that ever since there has been the closest of liaison between 
them for the handling of problems about which trainmasters 
and train dispatchers know the whole alphabet. 





Speaking of the stuttering finger (see 
Traffic World, September 26, p. 701), 
the Commission’s tariff file room con- 
tains a Jones tariff, I. C. C. No. 3748, 
issued September 28, 1492, “effective 
November 1, 1942.” 

For the repose of the _ serious- 
minded it is here set down that Jones 
has also filed a supplement thereto 
showing that the tariff’s real effective date year is the current 
one. But the formality of issuing a supplement showing the 
proper date had to be observed. It would have cost much to 
have reissued the publication purporting to have become effec- 
tive the year Columbus made his successful landfall and did 
not fall off the edge of a flat world, as some had predicted 
he would if he insisted on sailing westward. 


Wonder if Chris- 
topher Columbus 
Got That Tariff 





A history-conscious man, can hard- 
ly fail to note that Stalingrad may 
be to Hitler what Moscow was to 
Napoleon. Napoleon took Moscow. 
Stalingrad may fall to Hitler. But, 
if reports as to Stalingrad are to 
be accepted as accurate, it is not 
likely to be of any more value to 
him than Moscow was to the Cor- 
sican. Apparently, the earth, figuratively, if not literally, is 
scorched. 

There is, however, one difference. Possession of the 
Stalingrad region may assure Hitler more oil, a prime war 
necessity, than the necessities Moscow might have yielded. 
But the Russian armies have not been destroyed. It was a 
Russian army coming up from the Crimea that made it neces- 
sary for Napolon to retreat from Moscow and face the condi- 
tions that culminated at Waterloo after the French forces 
were defeated in Spain. A prophet may foresee Waterloo in 
the making for Hitler. 

If there is no Waterloo below the horizon, then Hitler will 
re-make Europe—unless the United States appears as a great 
power on that part of the earth’s crust. And, if that happens, 
this will be a new era. 


When Napoleon transferred the Louisiana Territory to 
the United States, he figured that he had permanently re- 
dressed the balance of power in Europe. His idea was that he 
had permanently attached the new nation to the cause of 
France in her long-continued contest with Britain for domi- 
nance on the continent. But the re-dressing worked, according 
to the Napoleonic idea, only once. That was in 1812. In that 
war the United States fought against the mother country. And 
that was the only time France reaped any fruit from the 
tree Napoleon planted when he gave territory to the new 
republic which Britain might have wrested from him. 

Without using the tape measure, but depending on im- 
pression entirely, it seems reasonable to believe that Hitler 
controls, either by military power or negotiation, a greater 
part of Europe than Bonaparte ever brought under his sway. 
That, however, is not warrant for implying that Hitler will 
bulk as large in history as Bonaparte. 

Although Napoleon is remembered largely for his military 
achievements, he was more of a builder than Hitler has been 
or seems likely to be. In fact, even to think of such _possi- 
bility is nauseating. It is to be remembered that the Code 
Napoleon is a considerable work. Louisiana law is a reminder 
of it. And the beet sugar industry, promoted by Napoleon 


Russia Again Seems 
Destined to Be 
Europe's Salvation 
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because the British navy cut France from the sugar of the 
West Indies, is something to be remembered. So one is war- 
ranted, in keeping eyes on Stalingrad.—A. E. H. 


“A. E. HM.” Retires 


(Continued from page 1012) 


of rate regulation and talked the language with Com- 
mission officials and interstate commerce practitioners, 
among whom he has many friends. 

“Current Topics in Washington,” the weekly fea- 
ture in The Traffic World signed “A. E. H.”, has been 
followed through the years by thousands of our read- 
ers. In this column Mr. Heiss has commented on devel- 
opments in the field of transportation as well as else- 
where, reflecting his wide experience as a writer of 
political and transportation news. One of his hobbies 
has been the study of history. His reading in that field 
often came to the surface in his comment—a tying 
together of the past with the present. 

Mr. Heiss is succeeded as chief of our Washington 
news bureau by Mr. Stanley H. Smith, who has held the 
title of assistant editor and who has been with us in 
that bureau for more than 23 years, latterly bearing 
the brunt of the work of direction in what has become 
a large department, as well as doing a great deal of the 
writing himself. He has, for instance, reported for us 
the making of the transportation act of 1920, the 
Inland Waterways Corporation act of 1924 and the 
1928 amendment of that act, the Hoch-Smith rate- 
making resolution of 1925, the air commerce act of 
1926 and its successor, the civil aeronautics act of 1938, 
the railway labor act of 1926 and the 1934 amendment 
of that act, the emergency railroad transportation act 
of 1933, the merchant marine acts of 1920, 1928 and 
1936, the railroad retirement acts of 1934, 1935 and 
1937, the motor carrier act of 1935, the railroad unem- 
ployment insurance act of 1938, the transportation act 
of 1940, and the freight forwarder act of 1942. 





Taxes and Transportation 


At the Bureau of Internal Revenue of the U. S. Treasury 
Department, where officials are at work on regulations gov- 
erning the collection of the taxes on transportation, it was 
stated October 28, on inquiry, that the taxes would not apply 
to export shipments—bona fide shipments from a point in the 
United States to a point in a foreign country. Taxes on 
amounts paid for transportation in the period of the last world 
war were not applied to export shipments, it was pointed out. 
The new revenue act makes no provision for the collection of 
taxes on export shipments. In that connection it is pointed 
out that the Constitution in Article I, section 9, clause 5, pro- 


vides that no tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported 
from any state. 


The new act specifically provides for imposition of the 
taxes on amounts paid for transportation of shipments “from 
one point in the United States to another.” In the case of a 
shipment from a point without the United States to a point 
within the United States the tax will apply to the amount paid 
within the United States for that part of the transportation 
which takes place within the United States. The text of the 


provision imposing the taxes on transportation of property 
follows: 


(a) Tax.—There shall be imposed upon the amount paid within the 
United States after the effective date of this section for the transporta- 
tion, on or after such effective date, of property by rail, motor vehicle, 
water, or air from one point in the United States to another, a tax 
equal to 3 per centum of the amount so paid, except that, in the case 
of coal, the rate of tax shall be 4 cents per short ton. Such tax shall 
apply only to amounts paid to a person engaged in the business of 
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transporting property for hire, including amounts paid to a freight 
forwarder, express company, or similar person, but not including 
amounts paid by a freight forwarder, express company, or similar 
person for transportation with respect to which a tax has previously 
been paid under this section. In the case of property transported from 
a point without the United States to a point within the United States 
the tax shall apply to the amount paid within he United States for 
that part of the transportation which takes place within the Uniteg 
States. The tax on the transportation of coal shall not apply to the 
transportation of coal with respect to which there has been a previous 
taxable transportation. 

(b) Exemption of Government Transportation.—The tax imposed 
under this section shall not apply to amounts paid by or to the United 
States or any agency or instrumentality of the United States for the 
transportation of property. 

(c) Returns and payment.—The tax imposed by this section shall be 
paid by the person making the payment subject to the tax. Each per- 
son receiving any payment specified in subsection (a) shall collect the 
amount of the tax imposed from the person making such payment, and 
shall, on or before the last day of each month, make a return, under 
oath, for the preceding month, and pay the taxes so collected to the 
collector in the district in which his principal place of business is lo- 
cated, or if he has no principal place of business in the United States, 
to the collector at Baltimore, Maryland. Such returns shall contain such 
information and be made in such manner as the Commissioner with the 
approval of the Secretary may by regulations prescribe. 

(d) Extensions of Time.—The Commissioner may extend the time 
for making returns and paying the taxes collected, under such rules 
and regulations as he shall prescribe with the approval of the Secre 
tary, but no such extension shall be for more than ninety days. 

(e) Registration.—Every person engaged in the business of trans- 
porting property for hire,- including freight forwarders, express com- 
panies, and similar persons, shall, on or before the sixtieth day after 
the effective date of this section, or within sixty days after first en- 
gaging in the.business of transportation of property for hire, register 
his name and his place or places of business with the collector in the 
district in which is located the principal place of business of such per- 
son. Every such person who fails to register within the period speci- 
fied shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall 
be fined not more than $50. 

(b) Technical Amendment.—Section 3471 (a) and (b) are amended 
by striking out ‘‘or Subchapter C’’ wherever occurring therein and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘Subchapter C, or Subchapter E.’’ 

(c) Effective Date of Section.—The amendments made by this sec- 
tion shall take effect on the first day of the first month which begins 
more than thirty days after the date of the enactment of this act. 


Instructions to railroads governing the collection by them 
of the taxes imposed by the new revenue act, effective Decem- 
ber 1, on amounts paid for the transportation of property, are 
being prepared by the finance, accounting, taxation and valua- 
tion department of the Association of American Railroads. Rail- 
roads and other carriers are required to collect the taxes. 


Though Congress did not include in the new revenue act 
provisions allowing railroads to make specific deductions for 
income tax purposes of amounts set aside for maintenance 
work after the war—work being deferred now because of lack 
of labor and materials—there are in the act so-called carry- 
back provisions it is believed will afford limited relief as to 
deferred maintenance. These provisions, it is pointed out, 
authorize in effect, for specified periods, the averaging of in- 
come with the result that savings will be effected in income 
taxes. The effect of these provisions, according to tax experts, 
will be that railroads will have funds for maintenance work 
after the war—funds they otherwise would not have were it 
not for the carry-back provisions. 


BOX MATERIAL SUBSTITUTES 


The containers branch of the War Production Board has 
urged manufacturers of wooden packing boxes—and _ packers 
who use them—to investigate thoroughly the possibility of sub- 
stitute materials available for containers in planning thelr 
future operations. 

The branch said that a study of the whole wooden con- 
tainer problem now was under way, “in view of the increas- 
ingly serious steel and lumber situation which has been re- 
flected in curtailed supplies of wire, nails and lumber available 
for wooden boxes.” Its announcement continued as follows: 


It is very likely that some action will be necessary to reduce the 
use of lumber for wooden packing boxes for which substitutes are 
available in order to assure an ample supply for military and Lend- 
Lease shipments and also to maintain lumber requirements for other 
essential purposes. 

There have been several successful experiments in the use of sub- 
stitutes for wooden containers made from paperboard, which now is 4 
less critical material. The branch is prepared to offer advice and 
assistance to producers and packers desiring information about thesé 
or other possibilities. 

Another suggestion was that shippers—particularly on farms— 
should look into the possibility of salvaging old containers and repall- 
ing them for further use. : 

Packing boxes and crates normally use large amounts of lumber 
and steel. This year, for example, they are requiring 200,000 tons 0 
steel and almost 9,000,000,000 board feet of lumber. Next year, if col 


sumption is not restricted, the demand will be even greater. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





No Relief for Coal Rate Cut 


Taking what it referred to as official notice of the existing 
shortage of rail equipment, the Commission, by division 2, in 
Fourth Section Application No. 19323, Bituminous Coal to Du- 
buque, Ia., has denied fourth section relief which was desired 
to enable the railroads to make a reduction of 30 cents a ton on 
fine coal from mines in Illinois, Indiana and western Kentucky 
to Dubuque, Ia., to permit them to compete over their all-rail 
routes with coal moving by rail to Alton and East St. Louis 
and barge beyond. The competition over the water routes is 
with contract and common carrier barges, including the govern- 
ment’s Federal Barge Line. The proposal caused divisions 
among the railroads and the coal operators. 

Under normal conditions, said the report, some measure of 
fourth section relief here would be warranted. But, it added, 
conditions were not normal. The present shortage of rail equip- 
ment, particularly open-top cars, and the probable increased 
need for such equipment in the near future were matters of 
which the Commission said it could take official notice. In con- 
cluding its report the Commission said: 


In the case of applicants the shortage of open-top cars, in which 
this coal moves, will be relieved during the emergency to the extent 
that movement is by rail and barge instead of all-rail, the rail hauls 
over the rail-barge routes being materially shorter than the all-rail 
hauls from the same groups. In the circumstances, and in the light 
of the national transportation policy which at the moment is directed 
primarily towards making the most efficient use of all available trans- 
portation facilities, we are of the opinion and find that this is not 
a special case in which our authority to grant relief from the long- 
and-short-haul provision of the fourth section should be exercised. The 
application will be denied. 


Less-Carload Rates in Texas 


So as to enable railroads better to compete with motor 
carriers in Texas, the Commission, by division 2, in Fourth Sec- 
tion Application No. 18923, Less Carload Rates Between Points 
in Texas, has given relief from the long and short haul part of 
the fourth section, to establish what is called a dual system of 
class rates on articles subject to less-carload or any-quantity 
ratings in Western Classification and exceptions thereto on 
traffic between points in Texas, including Texarkana; and com- 
modity rates on canned goods and groceries between Houston, 
Galveston, Texas City, Beaumont or Corpus Christi and other 
points in Texas, including Shreveport, La., and Texarkana. 
There has been temporary relief by fourth section order No. 
14151, since May 9, 1941. 

According to the report the basis of the proposed rates and 
classification ratings corresponds with those of the motor car- 
riers published in Hughett’s tariffs, MF-I. C. C. 81 and 82. The 
class rates, says the report, are on the basis of Zone III scale 
rates prescribed in the twenty-first supplemental report in Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases, 205 I. C. C. 601, plus the 10 per 
cent increase authorized in March, 1938, applied on articles 
subject to the Western Classification and exceptions thereto; 
and Appendix 18 scale prescribed in the original report, as 
amended by supplemental reports prior to the twenty-first sup- 
plemental report, plus the increases before referred to. Nothing 
is added for hauls in differential territory. 

The principal changes in the proposed adjustment, says the 
report, are the elimination of differentials ranging upward from 
6 cent under the original scale, and from 2 cents under the 
twenty-first supplemental scale for the haul within differential 
territory; and reductions in rates by not adding 15 miles to the 
distances to and from Houston, which reductions, for example, 
Tange from 2 to 5 cents on traffic between Houston and Fort 
Worth, Tyler, Amarillo, San Antonio and Corpus Christi. 

Motor carrier rates, according to the report, are lower than 
the present rail rates, chiefly because they do not add the 15 
miles to and from Houston, and the motor carrier rates relate 
certain ratings to the Appendix 18 scale, while the exceptions 
by rail are related to the Zone III scale, resulting in differences 
In favor of the trucks running as high as 12 cents. 

The lowest revenue yielded by any of the rates shown in 
the report is 16.5 mills a ton-mile on traffic subject to column 
27.5 rates from Houston to Amarillo. 

. Authorization granted in fourth section order No. 14785, 
issued with the report, are subject to the customary limitations 


that they shall not exceed the combinations nor be increased 
without the consent of the Commission. In addition they are 
subject to the condition that they shall not apply over indirect 
routes which exceed the circuity of the longest route over which 


relief is concurrently authorized with respect to class rates from 
and to the same points. 


Use of “‘Leased”’ Trucks 


It was difficult to see any real difference between appli- 
cant’s mode of operation and that of freight forwarders in 
general, except for the fact that the applicant had endeavored, 
by an agreement with the owner-operators who performed the 
actual transportation for him, to assure himself at all times 
of the services and facilities of those motor carriers, said the 
Commission (division 5) in denying the applications for permits 
in MC 70243, Sub. 1, Mat Knecht, Hartford City, Ind., Exten- 
sion-Hartford City, and three proceedings joined with it. 

The report by division 5 embraced, besides the title case, 
MC 70243, Sub. No. 2, Mat Knecht, Extension-Chicago Heights; 
Sub. No. 3, Same, Extension of Operations—Ohio, and Sub. 
No. 4, Same, Extension of Operations—Hartford City. 

In Sub. No. 1, the applicant sought a permit authorizing 
transportation of scrap and mixed paper, strawboard and fiber- 
board between specified points or areas in Indiana and Mich- 
igan. In Sub. No. 2, he applied for a permit for transportation 
of fertilizer and fertilizer materials from Chicago Heights, II1., 
to points in Indiana and from Lockland, O., to Louisville, Ky., 
over irregular routes. In Sub. No. 3, he sought similar author- 
ity with respect to vitrified sewer pipe and flue lining from 
Dennison and Uhrichsville, O., and lime from Delaware and 
Woodville, O., to points in Indiana, over irregular routes, and 
in Sub. No. 4, he requested a permit for transportation of 
specified commodities between designated points or areas in 
Indiana, Kentucky, West Virginia, Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

In reaching its conclusion that applicant had failed to 
establish that the proposed operations would be those of a 
carrier by motor vehicle within the meaning of the act, and 
that the applications should be denied, the Commission said: 


Here we have an applicant who as early as 1937 abandoned the 
use of his own equipment and thereby indicated a desire to relieve 
himself of the physical end of his transportation business. It is signifi- 
cant that although he has continued to own a semi-trailer, this he 
leases to one of the operators, who, unlike the other operators, re- 
ceives but 54 per cent of the gross revenue, the 22 per cent difference 
constituting a rental charge for use of the trailer. He also purchased 
an additional semi-trailer, which, however, he sold to another of the 
operators. These facts, in our opinion, tend to indicate the true rela- 
tionship of applicant to the operators. They cogently suggest the 
intention on his part to delegate to the operators the actual trans- 
portation and to confine his function to the procurement of the traffic. 
The evidence points to the conclusion, despite the terms of the written 
agreement, that in their relationship to applicant the operators’ obli- 
gations and functions are those of independent carriers. ... 


S. P. Acquisition of Waco 


With Commissioner Splawn taking the position, in a dis- 
senting opinion, that the present time when services by truck 
were having to be curtailed was not the time to take final 
action on this matter, the Commission, in a supplemental report 
in Finance No. 8393, St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co. Con- 
trol, has denied a motion of the Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & 
Sabine Railway Co., its receiver and its builder, requesting the 
Commission to issue an order directing the Southern Pacific 
to take over and acquire the line of the Waco, Beaumont, 
Trinity & Sabine extending from a point designated by the 
Commission “for convenience’ as Kittrell, Tex., through 
Trinity to Livingston, Tex., 41.6 miles. 

The Commission observed that in St. Louis Southwestern 
Railway Co. Control, 180 I. C. C. 175, it authorized the South- 
ern Pacific Co., on certain terms and condititons, among other 
things, to acquire control of the St. Louis Southwestern (the 
Cotton Belt) by purchase of capital stock, and that the Waco 
and its receiver, Paul T. Sanderson, and its builder, R. C. 
Duff, filed a petition in that proceeding requesting that the 
Southern Pacific be required to acquire the lines of the Waco. 
The Commission cited its imposition of a condition in the cited 
case that “the applicant shall agree and undertake that if 
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hereafter in this or in ancillary proceedings we shall find that 
it should acquire the lines of the Waco... at the commercial 
value thereof, or assume the operation thereof, or both, it 
will abide by such findings.” On February 26, 1932, the South- 
ern Pacific gave notice that it was willing to accept the au- 
thorization granted on the conditions stated, the Commission 
observed. It noted that some of the Waco trackage had been 
abandoned and 6.7 miles of track removed. 

On October 30, 1940, it said, the petitioners filed a motion 
requesting that the Commission direct the Southern Pacific to 
acquire, at and for a reasonable price, under suitable guaran- 
ties as to title and freedom from debt, the remaining line of 
the Waco from the west end of the track serving the oil- 
loading rack of the Humble Oil & Refining Co. (at “Kittrell’”) 
to Livingston. The Commission stated that in Construction by 
W. B. T. & S. Ry., 124 I. C. C. 769, it had authorized the con- 
struction by the Waco of a 100-mile extension from Livingston 
to Port Arthur, Tex., and a 109-mile extension from Weldon 
to Waco, Tex., It said there was now pending before it for 
consideration the joint response of the Waco and its receiver 
to an order by division 4 to show cause why the certificate 


authorizing such construction should not be vacated and can- 
celed. Continuing, it said: 


It is the opinion of the petitioners that if the Waco had been a 
branch of the Southern Pacific system in 1939 and had _ handled, 
through the latter’s subsidiary, the Texas & New Orleans Railroad 
Company .... all of the Waco’s traffic in conjunction with the Cotton 
Belt, when possible, such traffic would have produced for the Southern 
Pacific and Cotton Belt net railway operating revenues of $77,122. ... 

The Southern Pacific contends that the Waco would be of slight 
value to Southern Pacific lines as a feeder, for the reason that the 
preponderance of Waco traffic is routed by the consignees and inter- 
changed at Trinity with the International-Great Northern Railway, a 
subsidiary of the Missouri Pacific Railroad Company .. . that the 
Trinity gateway could not be effectively closed, that the Waco has no 
commercial value, and that to require the Southern Pacific to take 
over and operate the existing line of the Waco, necessitating expensive 


rehabilitation and continuing operating losses, would be adverse to 
the public interest. ... 


After extensive discussion of the present and prospective 
traffic of the Waco, including pulpwood from a large timber 
area, the Commission observed that in 1939 the Waco inter- 
changed with the International-Great Northern at Trinity about 
81 per cent of all its traffic and in 1940 about 76.5 per cent. It 
added that acquisition of the Waco by the Southern Pacific 
would not aid materially in developing the timber area served 
by the Waco and that there was nothing of record to indicate 
that service by the Texas & New Orleans would develop any 
railroad traffic worthy of serious consideration. Livingston, 
it said, was now served by the T. & N. O. 

“We conclude,” said the Commission, “that the Waco’s ex- 
isting line cannot be operated on a sound basis as a part of 
the Southern Pacific system and that it had not been shown 
that it will be consistent with the public interest to require 
the Southern Pacific Co. to acquire that line. In view of this 
conclusion, determination of the commercial value of the line, 
if any, need not be considered. . .” 

Commissioner Splawn, in his dissent, referred to the con- 


dition in the Cotton Belt control case and continued as 
follows: 


The question of whether consummation of this condition should 
be required and applicant be ordered to acquire the Waco has been 
pending for several years. Action thereon has been postponed, largely, 
I believe, because of the recent economic depression and the resulting 
unfavorable financial condition of applicant. Moreover, motor truck 
service was in some measure being substituted for railroad service in 
territory of the Waco. 

Now does not seem to be the time to take final action on this 
matter. Service by truck are having to be curtailed. Applicant’s 
financial condition recently has greatly improved. How strong it may 
be after the war remains to be seen. 

The construction and extension of the Waco as conceived by Col. 
R. C. Fuff was recognized by the Commission as sound and in the 
public interest. Only fortuitous and unfortunate circumstances have 
interfered with its development as contemplated. A decision favorable 


to the furtherance of this project should not be revoked in the midst 
of the present emergency. 





Motor Rates on Cotton Yarn 


That it had jurisdiction to make an administrative deter- 
mination of the reasonableness of rates charged by motor car- 
riers on past shipments, that the any-quantity (first class) rate 
of $1.51 a hundred pounds on cotton yarn, in bags, from 
Chatanooga, Tenn., to Mebane, N. C., assailed by the com- 
plainant in this case had not been and was not now unreason- 
ably high, and that the defendant motor carriers should take 
steps immediately to collect the outstanding undercharges were 
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conclusions set forth by the Commission, division 3, in a report 
on further hearing in MC C-57, Dixie Mercerizing Co. vs. ET & 
WNC Motor Transportation Co. et al. It dismissed the com- 
laint. 

. Division 3 noted that like findings had been made by divi- 
sion 5 in the prior report, 21 M. C. C. 491, and that the matter 
had been reopened for further hearing on petition of the com- 
plainant, engaged in the manufacture and sale of cotton yarn 
at Chattanooga and Mebane. The report on further hearing 
said complainant conceded that the rate of $1.51 was applicable 
but that it contended that it was unreasonable to the extent 
it exceeded the fifth-class rate. Charges aggregating $827.05 
and $2,201.53 had been collected by defendants ET & WNC 
Motor Transportation Co. and National Convoy & Trucking Co., 
respectively, at the fifth-class rate of 68 cents, any quantity, but 
the defendants later submitted to complainant statements for 
undercharges in the amount of $3,696.71 at the applicable first- 
class rate of $1.51, whereupon the shipper filed this complaint, 
the Commission said. ; 

The Commission observed that a fifth-class rail rate of 68 
cents, any quantity, on cotton yarn in bags had been estab- 
lished December 31, 1937, that the rail carriers had established 
a commodity rate of 45 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, on April 
9, 1940, and that all shipments had moved by rail since the 
former date ‘and perhaps for some time prior thereto.” 

“As the defendants contend that the first-class basis is 
reasonable on yarn, and show no disposition to compete with the 
rail carload rate, and the complainant seeks a fifth-class (45 
per cent of first class) rate, any quantity, the real question 
at issue is the reasonableness of the rates on the past ship- 
ments,” the Commission said. ‘Defendants renew their conten- 
tion that we have no jurisdiction to make findings as to the 
reasonableness of rates charged on past shipments transported 
by motor common carriers... .” ad oe 

Upholding its position that it did have such jurisdiction, 
division 3 cited the decision by division 5 in W. A. Barrows 
Porcelain Enamel Co. vs. Cushman Motor Delivery, 11 M. C. C. 
365, and added that jurisdiction of that sort had been exercised 
by divisions 2 and 5 in several other proceedings, cited in the 
report. It noted that part II of the act made no provisions for 
reparation orders by the Commission. It said the position of 
the defendants, essentially, was that there had been no specific 
delegation of power to the Commission to consider the lawful- 
ness of rates charged in the past by motor common carriers, 
and that the complainant’s sole recourse was to the courts. 
In this connection, division 3 cited the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in Mitchell Coal & Coke Co. vs 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 230 U. S. 247, emphasizing the 
court’s declaration that the courts could not determine the rea- 
sonableness of rates in the past, ‘for they would not only have 
first to exercise an administrative function and make a rate by 
which to measure the reasonableness of the charge collected, 
but they would have to go further and treat as unreasonable 
a rate, past or present, which the statute had declared should 
be deemed lawful until it had been held to be otherwise by the 
Commission.” 


That principle, said the report, held good “whether we are 
authorized to award reparation or not.” It added that “‘it 1s 
now well settled, as a general rule, that the question of the 
reasonableness of rates will not be considered by the courts 
before application has been made to the Commission.” It con- 
cluded that, “in appropriate proceedings,” it had jurisdiction 
to determine the reasonableness of motor rates on past ship- 
ments. 


In its discussion of the cotton yarn rates of the defendant 
carriers, the Commission said there was testimony by defend- 
ants to the effect that loadings of cotton yarn had not exceeded 
7,000 pounds and observed that neither the defendants nor the 
complainant had offered evidence showing conclusively that the 
yarn was or was not loaded in excess of 7,000 pounds. On the 
facts of record, however, the Commission said, it concluded that 
the shipments moved by the ET & WNC were transported in 
loads of approximately 7,000 pounds. It added: 


This weight transported 436 miles at a rate of $1.51 yields 24.2 
cents a truck-mile, which does not appear to be an excessive revenue. 
The revenue at a rate of 68 cents on a load of 7,000 pounds would be 
10.9 cents a truck-mile, and would be extremely low. ... 

The laws of Tennessee have recently been modified to permit motor 
carriers to operate equipment weighing up to 30,000 pounds gross, and 
under the laws of North Carolina heavier loads than that may be trans- 
ported. Upon this record we are unable to determine what would be a 
reasonable minimum load, and rate in connection therewith, for the 
BUUTC, . . « 


Commissioner Johnson wrote a dissenting opinion, say!ng 
he approved the finding by the majority with respect to the 
Commission’s jurisdiction over reasonableness of rates on past 
shipments, but that he disagreed with the finding that the first- 
class rate was not unreasonable for application on these ship- 
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ments. He said the Commission had prescribed a basis of 45 
er cent of first class on cotton yarn in Cotton, Woolen, and 
Knitting Factory Products, 211 I. C. C. 692. He added, in part: 


I would find that the first-class rate of $1.51 . .. was unreasonable 
to the extent it exceeded 75 per cent of the first-class rate, or $1.13. 
The majority refuses to make any finding as to the reasonableness of 
rates for the future. . . . Any-quantity rates generally prevail on the 
railroads for the transportation of this commodity, so that we are not 
required to determine what would be a reasonable minimum load but 
should fix a reasonable rate to apply on this commodity in any quan- 
tity. I would find reasonable for the future the same percentage of 
first class as that prescribed by us for rail transportation, any quantity, 
namely, 45 per cent of first class. 


Coal, Illinois to Minnesota 


Explaining that its finding in this case was in accord with 
the action taken recently in fourth section application No. 
19323, Bituminous Coal to Dubuque, Iowa, in which it referred 
to the existing shortage of open-top cars in the present war 
emergency and the probable increased need for such equip- 
ment in the near future, the Commission, division 2, has de- 
nied the relief sought by the rail carriers, to meet barge com- 
petition, on a supplemented application and on further hearing, 
in fourth section application No. 18497, Coal to Winona and 
Red Wing, Minn. Denial of the application was set forth in 
fourth section order No. 14788. 


The Commission said that on the record in this case it was 
of the opinion that applicants had not justified fourth section 
relief to maintain over their all-rail routes from competitive 
points, rates substantially the same as the cost to the shipper 
of utilizing the competing routes. In the original report, 245 
I. C. C. 176, division 2, authorized fourth section relief in 
connection with reduced rates that were higher than those pro- 
posed. The Commission in its report on further hearing said 
the applicants, believing those rates too high, did not put them 
into effect, and the proceeding was reopened for further hear- 
ing on a petition filed by applicants June 20, 1941. 


Applicants sought fourth section relief on bituminous coal 
from mines in Illinois, Indiana and western Kentucky to La 
Crosse, Wis., and Winona and Red Wing, Minn., to meet rail- 
barge or market competition. In the original report, division 
2 found no showing of actual barge competition to La Crosse, 
but found that such competition justified relief over direct 
routes and other routes not more than 50 per cent circuitous 
and authorized a rate of $3.20 from the southern Illinois group 
with rates from the other groups related thereto according to 
existing differentials, but in no case less than $3.20. 


Their application having been modified by a third supple- 
ment, the applicants now proposed from the southern Illinois, 
Du Quoin, and Belleville groups, all in southern Illinois, to the 
three destinations rates of $3, $2.85 and $2.75, respectively, 
“to equal the cost of sending the coal by rail to Alton, IlL., 
or East St. Louis, Ill., and thence by barge. The proposed rate 
from the Fulton county group, in north-central Illinois, to the 
a involved was $2.25,” the Commission said. 
t added: 


The origin groups other than the southern Illinois, Du Quoin, 
Belleville and Fulton County groups are too far away from the river 
landings to enjoy barge transportation. However, coals from the 
various groups sell in competition with each other and applicants fear 
that the competition from the four groups more favorably located will 
seriously curtail the movement from the other groups, unless the latter 
get comparable rates. A couple of instances are shown wherein par- 
ties who bought Indiana coal in 1940 switched to barged coal from 
Illinois in 1941. This is a matter of great concern to the Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Co. and other roads that serve 
the Indiana mines. . . . Applicants proposed to continue the present 
long-standing differential adjustment, except among the groups directly 
affected . . . by barge competition. . . 


The Commission said that at the time of the original 
hearing there was no dock at La Crosse, but that the city 
had engaged contractors to begin construction of the dock by 
July 1, 1942, and complete it within 45 days after receipt of 
hecessary materials, made available under a priority rating. 
It noted that the greater part of the coal shipped to Winona 
and Red Wing in 1941 moved by barge and that the barge 
movement to St. Paul and Minneapolis, “incidentally,” was 
close to 500,000 tons. Barge transportation of coal had shown 
a “very marked” upward trend in the last few years, the 
Commission said. It added that applicants feared that if the 
Present rates were continued, practically all the needs of the 
river cities would be supplied by barge, with the railroad get- 
ting only the short-haul revenue to Alton and East St. Louis. 
The principal river carrier taking the traffic, said the report, 
Was the Central Barge Co. 

The report noted that protesting barge lines urged that, as 
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the proposed rates did not contain a differential to represent 
the superior service of the rail lines, they were too low, and 
that witnesses for the barge lines said they knew from their 
general experience that shippers would not continue to patronize 
them except at a differential under the all-rail rates. 

The Commission said the applicants did not explain why 
they were proposing reductions from the mines without re- 
ductions from both the Lake Michigan and Lake Superior 
docks, “the operators of which are in keen and active competi- 
tion with the mine operators.” 


Contract Truckers’ Minimum Rates 


After having noted that each of the respondents made a 
profit on his entire operation in 1939, when the Commission 
instituted the investigation here considered, the Commission, 
division 2, in a report in MC C-158, Food Products Between 
Baltimore and Pittsburgh, ordered an adjustment of the min- 
imum rates of the respondents on “food products ordinarily 
sold by wholesale grocers,” transported between Baltimore, 
Md., and Pittsburgh, Pa., to a level somewhat higher than 
some of the rates under investigation but substantially lower 
than the levels of minimum rates of the common carrier mem- 
bers of the Middle Atlantic Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., 
and rail carrier in trunk line and central territories. 

Those named as respondents when the proceeding was in- 
stituted were: Robert C. Beatty, dba R. Beatty Motor Ex- 
press; H. J. Kirmeyer; H. T.. Lucas; Howard Miller and Lloyd 
E. Miller, dba Miller Transfer; Walter Howard Miller, dba 
W. H. Miller, and Roy W. Shaffer, motor contract carriers. 
The report showed that Shaffer's minimum rate schedule had 
been canceled, that the permit formerly held by Lucas was 
now held by Henry Zottola, of Pittsburgh, and that the au- 
thority of the Miller partnership had been transferred to Lloyd 
E. Miller, dba Miller Transfer Co. 


In its discussion of the rates under investigation, the Com- 
mission observed that the respondents’ minimum rates on vari- 
ous classes of food products ranged from 25 cents to 28 cents a 
hundred pounds, with minimum weights ranging from 10,000 
to 20,000 pounds. It said Zottola maintained minimum rates 
of 25 cents on sugar, and 27 cents on canned goods and dried 
fruit, minimum 14,000 pounds, and an additional minimum rate 
of 25 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, on canned goods, dried 
fruit, sugar and other foodstuffs to alternate with the other 
rates, from Baltimore to Pittsburgh, and that these rates in- 
cluded deliveries to points within 10 miles of Pittsburgh. The 
present truckload rates of the Middle Atlantic conference from 
Baltimore to Pittsburgh, minimum 20,000 pounds, on canned 
goods, dried fruits and flavoring or fruit syrup, was 36 cents, 
and its rates on other food products ranged from 30 cents on 
sugar to 48 cents on butter and eggs, said the Commission. 
It said the rail ratings and classification exceptions were sub- 
stantially similar to those maintained by the conference, except 
that the truckload minima were generally one-half the carload 
minima. 

“The evidence adduced on behalf of the rail carriers,” it 
continued, “is based on comparisons between rail and motor 
rates. Apparently their view is that we should require motor 
carriers to maintain rates no lower than the corresponding 
rail rates regardless of the level of the latter, the cost of the 
services rendered by the motor carriers, and any inherent ad- 
vantages the motor carriers may have. The short line dis- 
tance by rail is 84 miles (37 per cent) greater than the short- 
line highway distance. Such a substantial difference in dis- 
tance must be taken into consideration in comparing the rail 
and motor rates.” 

The Commission said that descriptions such as “food 
products” and “wholesale groceries” found in the respondents’ 
schedules were, standing alone, too broad and would include 
items they did not transport. It cited rule 8 (k) and rule 
8 (p) of the Commission’s tariff circular MF 2 and said the 
respondents would be expected to correct their schedules to 
conform with that circular. 


After pointing to widely varying practices or charges of 
the respondents with respect to multiple deliveries, the Com- 
mission said their schedules should show clearly the extent 
of such service and the extra charge therefor, if any. It added 
that there was no evidence as to the cost of the addititonal 
service and that no findings might be made on this record with 
respect thereto. 


The Commission found that the minimum rates and charges 
maintained by the respondents for transportation between Bal- 
timore and Pittsburgh of food products ordinarily sold by 
wholesale grocers were, and for the future would be, unjust 
and unreasnoable to the extent they were lower than a rate 
of 25 cents, minimum 15,000 pounds, without prejudice to the 
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maintenance of a lower minimum weight in connection with a 
proportionately higher rate. - 
“Zottola, as successor in interest to Lucas, will be ex- 
pected to comply with these findings,” it said. 
By terms of the Commission’s order in the proceeding, the 
respondents are required to comply with the Commission’s 
findings in the report on or before December 15. 


Soft Coal to South Dakota 


Based on a finding of unreasonableness only, the Commis- 
sion, in a report on reconsideration in No. 28370, Traffic Bureau 
of Sioux Falls Chamber of Commerce vs. Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul & Pacific et al., has ordered a revision of rates, upward 
and downward, not later than January 22, on bituminous coal 
from mines in Illinois, Indiana and Kentucky to points in 
southeastern South Dakota. The Commission definitely found 
the present rates not unduly prejudicial. This report also 
embraces No. 28382, Yankton ‘rraffic Bureau vs. Illinois Central 
et al.; a sub-number, Mitchell Traffic Bureau vs. Same, and 
No. 28387, Public Utilities Commission of South Dakota vs. 
Same. 

‘the title complaint attacked the rates on coal from 
mines in Illinois to Sioux Falls as unreasonable and unduly 
preferential of Rock Rapids and Sioux City, Ia. The com- 
plaints in No. 28382 and the sub-number alleged the rates on 
coal from mines in Illinois, Indiana and western Kentucky to 
Yankton and Mitchell were unreasonable and unduly pref- 
erential of Sioux City, la., and Minneapolis, St. Paul and Pipe- 
stone, Minn. In No. 28387, as amended, it was alleged that the 
rates from the origins mentioned to a specified part of South 
Dakota were unreasonable and unduly preferential of points 
and persons in Minnesota, Iowa and Nebraska, particularly 
those to the Twin Cities, Mankato, Minn., Sioux City, Ia., and 
Omaha, Neb. 

In laying a foundation for its conclusion that the rates 
were unreasonable, the Commission reviewed or made reference 
to the many cases in which it had dealt with rates on coal to 
the near northwest, including the rates on coal from the Ap- 
palachian mines in the east sent to upper lake ports by ship. 
lt used the Fulton-Peoria group in Illinois as the base group. 
It found that the rates would be unreasonable to the extent 
they might exceed those shown in a revised exhibit of rates. 
As to rates from other origins it found they would be unreason- 
able to the extent they exceed or may exceed rates made by 
applying to the rates herein found reasonable from the Ful- 
ton-Peoria group the present differentials over the rates from 
the Fulton-Peoria group to the same destinations. 

Application of that formula will result in both increases 
and reductions. For illustration, the present rate to Huron 
from the Fulton-Peoria group will be increased from 419 to 
427 cents a net ton; to Mitchell from the Fulton-Peoria group 
the present rate will be reduced from 419 to 407 cents; and to 
Madison from Fulton-Peoria it will remain 397 cents. 

Commissioner Porter wrote a long dissent in which he re- 
viewed the matter almost as fully as the report itself. Com- 
missioner Lee concurred therein; Commissioner Splawn noted 
a dissent; and Commissioner Johnson also wrote a long dissent. 


Limiting Deckscow Operations 


Unregulated use by shippers of the pool of equipment pro- 
vided by the applicant and other furnishers of non-self-propelled 
vessels, from which other carriers might draw in emergencies 
and peak-load periods, might well place the shippers in the 
position of being able to use the charter market as leverage to 
enforce their demands for unreasonable rates and discrimina- 
tory services from common and contract carriers, the Commis- 
sion, division 4, declared in a report in W-92, C. F. Harms Co. 
Contract Carrier Application. 

The Commission found the applicant, a New York corpo- 
ration, entitled to continue operation as a contract carrier in 
furnishing non-self-propelled vessels under charter, lease, or 
other agreements to persons other than carriers subject to the 
act, for use by such persons in transporting scrap iron between 
ports and points on Long Island Sound, the Hudson River, and 
New York harbor and contiguous harbors, by reason of having 
been engaged in such operations on January 1, 1940, and con- 
tinuously thereafter. It granted a permit, effective January 11, 
1943, to the applicant. It noted that applicant was incorporated 
in 1906, that on the “grandfather” date it owned 17 deckscows, 
16 of which were then under charter to others, and that it had 
never engaged in towage service or the actual transportation of 
commodities. 

Applicant, said the Commission, took the position that it 
was not in bona fide operation between any ports or over any 
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routes, but that the operations were performed by the users of 
the vessels rather than by itself. The report continued, in part, 
as follows: 


Applicant contends, therefore, that the provisions of section 209(f) 
are inapplicable, and that its permit should authorize the continuance 
of its business of furnishing non-self-propelled vessels without |imita- 
tions upon the scope of the transportation performed by the vessels, 
This construction of section 309 would require that no limitations be 
imposed upon the scope of the operations of furnishers of vessels, but 
that other contract carriers be limited to operations between the ports 
or over the routes served on and since the statutory date. 

There is nothing in part III of the act which provides for special 
treatment of furnishers of vessels, except that section 309(e) author. 
izes us to exempt such persons if application of the above-quoted defi- 
nition is not necessary in order to effectuate the national transportation 
policy. . . That definition requires, however, that we consider the fur- 
nishers of vessels as engaging in the transportation performed by their 
vessels. 1f we are to follow this requirement, we necessarily reach 
the conclusion that applicant should be considered as having been in 
bona fide operation as a contract carrier in the transportation per- 
formed by use of its vessels. . . 


The Commission said that regulation of the charter market 
for the “pool of equipment” that furnishers of vessels consti- 
tuted left the market open to carriers, including those contract 
carriers which merely engaged in the furnishing of vessels. It 
added that, while applicant claimed it had furnished vessels 
to whoever might wish to use them, the scope of the business 
had not been unlimited and had not extended beyond ports and 
points on Long Island Sound and Hudson River. Scrap iron, it 
said, was the only commodity that had been transported in 
vessels chartered by applicant prior to and since the statutory 
date. 


SOO LINE REORGANIZATION FEES 

The Commission, by division 4, in a report in Finance No. 
11897, Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co. 
Reorganization, has approved maximum limits of allowances of 
compensation totaling $151,651.26, for services rendered and ex- 
penses incurred by various claimants, to and including June 30, 
1942, in connection with the reorganization proceedings and 
plan. Claims totaling $249,626.17 were made. 


SHORT LINE RAILROAD CLAIMS 

In a report in Finance No. 5003, Deficit Status of Red River 
& Gulf Railroad, the Commission, by division 4, has dismissed 
a claim of that carrier for $29,909.26, covering the period from 
January 1, 1918, to February 29, 1920, on finding the carrier 
not entitled to benefit under section 204 of the transportation 
act, 1920, as amended January 7, 1941. The Commission, in a 
prior report, 105 I. C. C. 677, had dismissed the claim, but re- 
opened the proceedings for further consideration, pursuant to 
amended section 204. 


NEW HAVEN REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, in a supplemental report 
in Finance No. 10992, New York, New Haven & Hartford Rail- 
road Co., Reorganization, has approved a budget of proposed 
expenditures from July 9, 1942, to October 31, 1942, totaling 
$1,655.30, submitted by the protective committee for holders 
of New Haven common stock. The expenditures, for the 
solicitation of contributions and service charges from holders 
of common stock represented by the committee, follow: Office 
expenditures, $370; circulation expenses, $285.30; and technical 
studies and expenses, $1,000. The Commission said such ap- 
proval was not to be construed as relating to allowances to 
the committee to be made out of the debtor’s estate. The com- 
mittee asked approval of a budget of $10,007.89. 

Concurring in part, Commissioner Mahaffie said he voted 
to deny the Commission’s authorization of July 9, 1942, for 
solicitation by the committee of additional maximum contribu- 
tions of 3 cents a share, plus $1 service charge, from each 
holder of common stock represented by the committee, ‘from 
which this petition stems.” With it outstanding, however, 
said he, “I consider the restrictions now imposed too tight.” If 
the committee was to continue its activities, said he, it must 
be assumed that its work will cost money. 


STATUS OF CARRIER FOR FORWARDER 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC 76014, The Barnett 
Trucking Co. Common Carrier Application, embracing also 
MC 23458, The Barnett Trucking Co. Contract Carrier, Com- 
missioner Patterson dissenting, has granted applicant a cel- 
tificate under the “grandfather” clause of the act. 4 

The decision turned on the relationship between the appli- 
cant as a carrier by motor vehicle and the forwarding company 
for which applicant had carried exclusively since 1929. The 
report pointed out that applicant had participated in the per 
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formance of common carrier operations, undertaken by Na- 
tional Carloading Corporation, a common carrier. The appli- 
cant, therefore, said the report, was and had been a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, as defined in section 203 (a) (14) of 
the motor act. 

Commissioner Patterson, dissenting, said that since the 
applicant had served only the National Carloading Corporation 
under written contracts, and had never held itself out to serve 
the general public, it was, in his opinion, exclusively a contract 
carrier. Commissioner Rogers, although he concurred, said he 
believed there was merit in the contention that authority 
granted should be restricted to the type of traffic which ap- 
plicant had exclusively transported since prior to the statutory 
date, and suggested the language in which the restriction might 
be couched. Freight forwarders, he said, did not occupy the 
mere status of a shipper. 

Authority granted covers continuance of applicant’s op- 
eration aS a common carrier, general commodities, between 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and Cincinnati, O., over specified routes, serv- 
ing Columbus and Dayton, O., as intermediate points. 


TOWING OF SHIPPERS’ BARGES 


The authority granted herein to the applicant to transport 
commodities generally by non-self-propelled vessels with the 
use of separate towing vessels did not limit applicant to the 
use of its own non-self-propelled vessels, and separate authority 
to tow shippers’ barges was not necessary, said the Commission, 
division 4, in a report in W-600, Eastern Transportation Co., 
Baltimore, Md., Contract Carrier Application. 

The Commission authorized applicant to continue operation 
as a common carrier in the manner heretofore described, be- 
tween ports and points along the Atlantic coast and inland 
tributary waterways (not including the New York State Barge 
Canal system) from Maine to Pamlico Sound, N. C. It granted 
a certificate, effective January 11, 1943. : 

With respect to towage of shippers’ barges, the Commis- 
sion said: 

Towage is a different service from transportation of commodities 
in non-self-propelled vessels with the use of separate towing vessels. 
Carriers performing towage compete with carriers performing the com- 
plete transportation, but upon a different basis. A towing operator 
usually bases its charges upon hourly or daily basis during which the 
towing vessel is used, irrespective of the commodity, but also taking 
into consideration the navigation conditions and the displacement and 
shape of the vessel towed. If applicant is able to perform the opera- 
tions alternatively as different transportation services, discrimination 
would be likely to result. Proper regulation requires that we restrict 
the nature of applicant’s service to the transportation of commodities 
generally by non-self-propelled vessels with the use of separate towing 
vessels. Its charges for such transportation must be based upon the 
commodities carried, and any allowances for the use of shippers’ ves- 


sels and other facilities must be published and stand the test of rea- 
sonableness. 


BANGOR & AROOSTOOK FINANCING 


_So as to aid the Bangor & Aroostook to refinance an obli- 
gation of $4,000,000 of its outstanding 5 per cent mortgage 
bonds falling due January 1, 1943, the Commission, by division 
4, in Finance No. 13934, Bangor & Aroostook Reconstruction 
Financing, has _approved purchase by the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation of an issue of $4,000,000 of collateral trust 
bonds, when issued as proposed. The collateral trust bonds are 
to be sold at par or exchanged for maturing collateral trust 
bonds, par for par. The applicant said that at the present 
market price of its consolidated refunding mortgage 4 per cent 
bonds it was not possible to effect other negotiations to procure 
the necessary loan. 

The proposed collateral trust bonds will have the benefit 
of annual sinking fund payments of $100,000. The approval is 
Subject to a condition that the collateral trust bonds be secured 
by the deposit and pledge, with the trustee of the collateral 
trust indenture under which they are to be issued, of the appli- 
cant’s consolidated-refunding-mortgage-4 per cent bonds due 
July 1, 1951, in an amount equal to twice the face of the bonds 
proposed to be issued. 


Dual Motor Operation 


The Commission, by order and report in MC 10314, Sub. 3, 
Motor Fuels Transport, Inc., Common Carrier Application, has 
denied applicant authority for dual operation as contract and 
Common carrier. 

Under MC 30020, applicant holds a permit as a contract 
Carrier of petroleum and petroleum products, and of equip- 
ment, materials and supplies incidental to, or used in, the 
Operation and maintenance of filling stations between points 
In Florida, Georgia and a portion of Alabama; also of automo- 
bile tires from Jacksonville, Fla., to points in Georgia and of 
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naval stores between points in Florida and Georgia. In 
MC 103104, Sub. 4, applicant was issued temporary authority 
as a common carrier, to expire December 31, 1944, as to petro- 
leum products in bulk, in tank trucks, from Port St. Joe, Fla., 
to specified points in Georgia and Alabama. In MC 103104, 
Sub. 5, applicant was issued temporary authority as a common 
carrier, to expire September 28, 1942, as to petroleum prod- 
ucts, in bulk, in tank trucks, from Panama City, Fla., to points 
in Georgia and that portion of Alabama described in its pres- 
ent permit. 

In its report, the Commission said that if the certificate 
sought was granted, applicant would be conducting operations 
in the same territory and between the same points as a com- 
mon and contract carrier. Thus, said the report, there would 
be a situation which applicant could, if it so desired, transport 
those commodities which it desires to haul as a contract car- 
rier at a low rate for a certain shipper, and depend on the other 
traffic from the same shipper which it would haul as a com- 
mon carrier at the established rate for its profit. This, the 
report continued, would result in effect in indirect rebates to 
the favored shipper. Similarly, the report added, applicant 
could offer to transport certain traffic of a shipper as a con- 
tract carrier at a low rate in order to obtain other traffic 
from the shipper which it could transport as a common Car- 
rier, while other common carriers would not have such advan- 
tage in soliciting business. 

In the circumstances, the report concluded, the proposed 
dual operation could not be approved because such operations 
would provide opportunities for discrimination and unfair rate 
practices, and would not, it said, meet the requirements of 
section 210. However, the Commission pointed out, if appli- 
cant desired to abandon all of its competitive contract carrier 
operations, and would so advise the Commission by appropriate 
petition, the Commission would give further consideration to 
the matter by granting the desired common carrier authority. 
The report also said that, if the facts warranted it, applicant 
could file a petition in its “grandfather” clause proceeding, in 
which it was granted its present contract carrier authority, 
and ask for a change of status to that of a common carrier. 





Commission Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the repors 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of Commission 
reports, Mimeographed copies of such reports in full may be ob- 
tained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


Salt Cake 


No. 28677, Harding Glass Co. vs. St. Louis-San Francisco 
Ry Co. (J. M. Kurn and John G. Lonsdale, Trustees) et al. 
By the Commission. Report written by Chairman Aitchison. 
Rate of 25 cents charged on 22 carloads of salt cake, minimum 
80,000 pounds, shipped between Dec. 8, 1939, and Feb. 8, 1941, 
from East St. Louis, Ill., to Ft. Smith, Ark., found unreasonable 
and in violation of the long-and-short-haul provision of section 
4 to the extent that it exceeded a rate of 20 cents, minimum 
weight 100,000 pounds. Reparation, with interest, awarded. 
Defendants authorized to waive collection of an outstanding 
undercharge of $99.91, as to two shipments made from East 
St. Louis, Ill., to Ft. Smith, Ark., on Jan. 21, 1941, and Feb. 
8, 1941, respectively, on which a rate of 20 cents, minimum 
100,000 pounds, was collected. 

Coal 

No. 28744, Associated Bristol, Tennessee, Retail Coal 
Dealers vs. Southern Railway, et al. By division 3. Dis- 
missed. Rate, $1.34 a net ton, charged on shipments of coal, 
made between Nov. 15, 1937, and July 19, 1940, from south- 
western Virginia mines to Bristol, Tenn., which was higher than 
the rate concurrently in force for corresponding intrastate 
transportation from the same mines over the same route to 
Bristol, Va., found applicable and unduly prejudicial, but com- 
plainants not shown to have been damaged by undue prejudice, 
or undue advantage given complainants’ competitors. Dissent- 
ing, Commissioner Johnson said the premise set forth in the 
report for the finding that the $1.34 rate was applicable was 
a naive over-simplification of the question of tariff interpre- 
tation here presented. He said, in his opinion, a $1.24 rate 
was applicable. 

Wrought Iron Pipe 


No. 28783, Republic Steel Corporation vs. B. & O et al. 
By the Commission. Report written by Commissioner Mahaffie. 
Rate, 65 cents, charged on wrought iron pipe, in carloads, 
moving rail-ocean-rail from Youngstown, Ohio, to Corpus 
Christi, Tex., between Sept. 13 and Nov. 17, 1940, found inap- 
plicable, and in violation of the aggregate-of-intermediates 
provision of section 4 (1). Defendants sought to establish a 
combination rate of 66.25 cents, composed of 33 cents to 
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Baltimore and 33.25 cents beyond, including charges of 3 cents 
for car loading and switching and 1.25 cents as wharfage at 
Corpus Christi. During the period of movement of complain- 
ant’s shipments there was in effect a joint rate of 32 cents 
applicable on wrought iron products, in carloads, originated 
at Baltimore and moved by water thence to Corpus Christi for 
rail delivery at Corpus Christi. Under the provision of the 
tariff, the report said, this rate could not be used in construct- 
ing rates on traffic which originated at interior points. On 
finding that the applicable rate of 66.25 cents was in contra- 
vention of the aggregate-of-intermediates provision of section 
4 (1), defendants authorized to waive collection of an out- 
standing undercharge of $163.72. 


Paper Boxes 


*Fourth section application No. 19725, Paper Boxes to 
Memphis, Tenn. By division 2. Authority denied by F. S. O. 
14793 to establish and maintain a 39-cent rate on boxes, 
fibreboard, pulpboard, or strawboard, from Ft. Worth and 
Dallas, Tex., to Memphis, Tenn., without observing the long- 
and-short-haul part of the fourth section. Applicants desired 
to establish the 39-cent rate in order to place Ft. Worth and 
Dallas on a competitive relationship with Spring Hill, La., 
from which a rate of 31 cents applied to Memphis. The Com- 
mission said it was not apparent that the circumstances con- 
stituted a special case warranting fourth section relief. 


Iron and Steel Articles 


Fourth section application No. 17621, Iron and Steel 
Articles to the East, embracing fourth section applications Nos. 
17840, 17948, as amended, 17871, and 18024. By division 2. 
Authority granted by F. S. O. No. 14792, on conditions, to 
establish and maintain rates on iron and steel articles from 
and to points in southern territory, to and from points in trunk 
line and New England territories, without observing the long- 
and-short-haul part of the fourth section. Applicants were 
given temporary relief relating to certain of the proposed rates 
under F. S. O. No. 13532, and orders Nos. 13343 and 13479, as 
supplemented. 

Canned Goods 


No. 28768, Minnesota Valley Canning Co., vs. Aberdeen 
and Rockfish Railroad Co., et al. Dismissed. Provisions in 
the tariff applying on transcontinental eastbound traffic from 
north coast territory, by which stoppage in transit partly to 
unload shipments of canned goods is prevented, not shown to 
be maintained without proper authority or to be unreasonable. 


Green Salted Hides 


No. 28788, H. Elkan & Co. vs. New York Central R. R. Co. 
et al. By the Commission. Report written by Commissioner 
Patterson. Reparation ordered. Rates charged on six shipments 
of green salted hides, in carloads, from Chicago, IIl., to Elkland, 
Pa., moving between August 10 and October 4, 1939, found 
applicable. Applicable rates by way of New London and 
Arlington found unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded 
46 and 47 cents, respectively. Reparation of $478.36, with in- 
terest at 6 per cent, ordered. 


Cut Rayon Fiber 


I. and S. No. M-1493, Cut Rayon Fiber—Nitro, W. Va., to 
N. C. and S. C. By division 2. Motor common carrier com- 
modity rates proposed by members of the Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference, on cut rayon fiber, in machine pressed 
bales, minimum 30,000 pounds, from Nitro, W. Va., to Rock 
Hill, S. C., and destinations in North Carolina, found unjust 
and unreasonable. Schedules filed to become effective February 
27, 1941, suspended on protest of southern railroads until Sep- 
tember 27, 1941, and voluntarily postponed indefinitely, ordered 
canceled on or December 1, without prejudice to the establish- 
ment of rates, minimum 18,000 pounds, which are not less than 
the present rail rates, minimum 30,000 pounds, from Nitro to 
the respective destinations. Proceeding discontinued. Commis- 
sioner Alldredge said he concurred in the conclusions out of 
deference to the action of the Commission in the report on re- 
consideration in I. and S. No. M-1216, Rugs and Matting from 
East to W. T. L. Territory, decided August 11, 1942. 


Lime 


Fourth section application No. 19390, Lime to Trunk Line 
and New England Terriotries. By division 2. Authority granted 
by F. S. O. 14786, on condition, to establish and maintain rates 
on lime, common, hydrated, quick, or slaked, in carloads, from 
producing points in central territory and from Mosher and Ste. 
Genevieve, Mo., to points in trunk-line and New England terri- 
tories, including certain points on the Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Co. and Erie Railroad Co., near the eastern boundary of 
central territory; also rates on dry building mortar, in carloads, 
from producing points in Ohio and West Va. to the same points 
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of destination, without observing the long-and-short-haul part 
of the fourth section. Temporary relief had been given by 
F. S. O. 14452. 


Bananas 


*Fourth section application No. 19208, Bananas to Omaha 
and South Omaha, Neb. By division 2. Authority granted 
by F. S. O. 14789, on conditions, to establish and maintain 
rates on bananas, in carloads, from New Orleans and Port 
Chalmette, La., Gulfport, Miss., Mobile, Ala., and Pensacola, 
Fla., and from intermediate points, over existing routes, thence 
Union Pacific Railroad, to Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., 
without observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth 
section. Temporary relief was given by F. S. O. No. 14375, 


Commission Water Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of Commission 
reports. Me.neographed copies of such reports in full may be ob 
tained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


*W-716, I. Jacobson, Portland, Me., Applications. By divi- 
sion 4. On finding applicant’s operations to be those of a com- 
mon carrier, certificate granted, effective January 6, as to 
continuance of operation as such a carrier by non-self-propelled 
vessels with the use of separate towing vessels in the transpor- 
tation of commodities generally between ports and points along 
the Atlantic coast and inland tributary waterways from Maine 
to Virginia, inclusive, but not including ports and points on the 
Hudson River above New York harbor and contiguous harbors 
and on the Delaware River and Bay. The Commission found 
applicant to have been engaged in such operations on January 
1, 1940, the “grandfather” date, and continuously since except 
for interruptions of service over which applicant had no con- 
trol. Two short interruptions of service were caused by the 
sinking of two of applicant’s barges, according to the report, 
which offered no explanation of the sinkings. At applicant’s 
request, the Commission has dismissed applicant’s application 
for exemption from the provisions of part III of the act. 
Applicant stated, the report said, that this application was filed 
in error. The Commission denied portions of the application 
for authority to serve ports and points on the Hudson River 
above the New York Harbor area, on the Delaware River and 
Bay, points south of Virginia and on the Gulf of Mexico. 


_ *W-448, Alaska Steamship Co., Seattle, Wash., Applica- 
tions. By division 4. Common carrier operations by appli- 
cant between ports in Washington, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, ports in Alaska and Canada, found not in interstate 
and foreign commerce as defined in section 302 (i) of the act 
and therefore not subject to part III; application for certificate 
authorizing transportation by water of passengers and con- 
modities generally between those ports dismissed. Application 
for exemption or for a permit authorizing continuance of char- 
tering or leasing of applicant’s vessels to persons other than 
carriers subject to the act denied, on a finding that applicant 
was not in operation on January 1, 1940, as a contract carrier 
by water, in interstate or foreign commerce, in the chartering 
of its vessels to carriers not subject to the act. The report 
said applicant had failed to show actual operation on the stat- 
utory date because of the absence of any chartering operations 
for two years prior to that date. It said the majority of these 
agreements were executed between applicant and other car- 
riers subject to part III, and that no authority was needed 
from the Commission to continue such chartering. 


*W-210, National Barge Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., Contract 
Carrier Application. Application for authority as contract 
carrier by water for leasing of vessels for hire to shippers haul- 
ing their own articles on the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers and 
their tributaries, and on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, de- 
nied. Applications for authority to engage in new operation 
as contract carrier by water for the leasing of vessels for 
hire to shippers on the Great Lakes and on the Atlantic Ocean, 
respectively, dismissed. The Commission said that no shippers 
or other persons supported the application, that none testified 
concerning the facts that would indicate in what manner ap- 
plicant’s business would be in their interest or the public 
interest, and that applicant’s president admitted it had no con- 
tracts or charters for use of its barges by shippers and had no 
immediate prospects of such business. 


*W-346, The P. Dougherty Co., Baltimore, Md., Common 
Carrier Application. By division 4. Applicant found entitled to 
continue operation as a common carrier by non-self-propelled 
vessels, in the transportation of commodities generally between 
ports and points along the Atlantic coast and tributary water- 
ways from Maine to Virginia, inclusive, except ports and points 
on the Hudson River north of New York Harbor, by reason of 
having been engaged in such operation on January 1, 1940, and 
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continuously since. Certificate granted, effective January 11, 
943 

. *W-306, Calmar Steamship Corporation, dba Calmar Line, 
New York, N. Y., Common Carrier Application. By division 4. 
Applicant found entitled to continue operation as a common 
carrier by self-propelled vessels in the transportation of com- 
modities generally between 20 Atlantic coast ports and points 
and 23 Pacific coast ports and points on westbound traffic, and 
between 42 Pacific coast ports and points and 31 Atlantic coast 
ports and points, on eastbound traffic, by reason of having been 
engaged in such operation on January 1, 1940, and continuously 
since. Certificate granted, effective January 11, 1943. The 
report showed that the applicant owned and operated 14 ves- 
sels at the time it filed the application and that one of its 
principal shippers was Bethlehem Steel Corporation, owner of 
all of applicant’s outstanding capital stock. The Commission 
said that since the date of filing the application, applicant had 
peen forced to suspend all operations; that satisfactory evi- 
dence had been submitted that applicant’s vessels had been 
taken over by the federal government for use in transportation 
necessary to prosecution of the war, and that the resulting in- 
terruption was beyond applicant’s cgntrol and did not prejudice 
its rights under the provisions of the act. 

*W-738, Wathen & Co., Baltimore, Md., Contract Carrier 
Application. By division 4. On finding applicant’s operations 
to be those of a common carrier, certificate granted, effective 
January 14, as to continuance of operation as such a carrier 
by non-self-propelled vessels with the use of separate towing 
vessels, in the transportation of commodities generally between 
ports and points along the Atlantic Coast, the Atlantic Intra- 
coastal Waterway, and inland tributary waterways, from Mass- 
achusetts to South Carolina, inclusive, but not including ports 
and points on the Hudson River which are not within New York 
harbor and contiguous harbors. Application in all other 
respects denied. 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


MC 89037, West Coast Bus Lines, Ltd., San Francisco, 
Calif.. common carrier. Certificate granted. Passengers and 
their baggage, between San Francisco, Calif., and Seattle, 
Wash., over specified routes. 


MC 66900, Edna J. Beaver, Staunton, Va., common carrier. 
Certificate granted. Continuance of operation, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Staunton, Va., and points 
in Virginia within 75 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Balti- 
more and Sparrows Point, Md., on the other; explosives and 
blasting supplies, between White Haven, Hollidaysburg, and 
Reynolds, Pa., and points within 7 miles of each, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, all points in Virginia, W. Va., and 
Md., and from Staunton, Va., and points within 5 miles thereof, 
to all points in W. Va. and Md.; and six other classes of com- 
modities between points in Pa., Md., Va. and W. Va. 


MC 54074, Henry Hauser and Harry Harbison, Fort Col- 
lins, Colo., extension. Certificate granted. Live stock between 
Denver, Fort Collins, and Greeley, Colo., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Jackson and Larimer counties, Colo., 
and Albany, Carbon, and Laramie counties, Wyo.; feed and salt 
from Fort Collins to points in Larimer County, Colo.; hay from 
points in Larimer County, Colo., and Albany County, Wyo., to 
Fort Collins; and building materials from Boulder, Denver, 
Fort Collins, Greeley, and Loveland, Colo., to points in Jack- 
son and Larimer counties, Colo., over irregular routes. 


_ *MC 35985, Norman H. Aliber, Keene, N. H., common car- 
rier. Certificate granted. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Keene, N. H., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Boston, Mass., Springfield, Mass., and Brattleboro, Vt., 
with return over specified irregular route territory; household 
goods, between points served by specified regular routes, and 
Points in Cheshire County, N. H., and Wyndham County, Vt. 
Findings embrace also MC 5626 in which applicant asked for 
a certificate under the “grandfather” clauses of the act, as 
Successor in interest to Thomas J. Galvin, Sr. As to this 
application, certificate was denied. 


*MC 35124, Sub. No. 2, Hill Bus Co., Bergenfield, N. J., 
extension, embracing MC 3647, Sub. No. 27, Public Service 
Interstate Transportation Co., Bergenfield Extension. Certifi- 
cate granted. Passengers and their baggage over specified 
Toutes. Certificate denied in MC 3647, Sub. No. 27. The two 
ee were heard separately, but disposed of in one re- 


*MC 29762, Fulton Fast Freight, Inc., Boston, Mass., com- 
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mon carrier. Certificate granted. Continuance of operation 
as to general commodities, with exceptions, serving Ports- 
mouth, Me., and points within 20 miles of the State House in 
Boston, Mass.; lead, lead coloring, and lead oil, from Boston, 
Mass., over specified routes, to Portland and Auburn, Me.; 
soap, soap powder, lard substitutes or compounds, and toilet 
preparations, with or without advertising matter or premiums, 
from Boston, Mass., to Portsmouth, N. H., and to points with- 
in 25 miles of Portsmouth, and from Boston, Mass., to Augusta, 
Me., serving no intermediate points. 

MC 8581, John Mueller, Chicago, III., contract carrier. Per- 
mit granted. Continuance of operation as to fresh meats, 
packing-house products and packing-house supplies, dressed 
poultry and dairy products, prepared foods and canned goods, 
between Chicago, Ill., on the one hand, and Kansas City, Kans., 
and St. Louis, Trenton, and St. Joseph, Mo., on the other; from 
Chicago, Ill., to Chillicothe, Kansas City and South St. Joseph, 
Mo.; from Kansas City, Kans., to East St. Louis, Joliet and 
Peoria, Ill.; and from East St. Louis, Ill., Sedalia, Mo., and 
McPherson, Salina and Wichita, Kans., to Chicago, Ill., over 
irregular routes. 

*MC 7665, Sub. No. 1, Wilbur Bohl, Chicago, III., common 
carrier. Certificate granted. Continuance of operations as to 
general commodities, with exceptions, between points in Illi- 
nois in the Chicago, Ill., commercial zone. 

*MC 6969, Merchants Forwarding Co., Detroit, Mich., com- 
mon carrier. Certificate granted, on reconsideration of findings 
in prior report 23 M. C. C. 849. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Detroit, Mich., Lima, Ohio, and Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, and points within eight miles of each of these 
cities. Definition of terminal areas having been involved, Com- 
missioner Lee, concurring in part, said he did not agree with 
the assumption that terminal areas of line-haul carriers “are 
coextensive with but do not exceed the municipal limits of the 
points served.” 

*MC 103087, Southern Transportation, Inc., Charleston, S. 
C., contract carrier. Permit granted as to petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank trucks, from Charlotte, N. C., and points within 
15 miles thereof, to points in Chester, York and Chesterfield 
counties, S. C. 

*MC 26088, Neil Sanders, Allendale, S. C., common carrier 
Certificate granted. Specified commodities, to or from points 
in S. C., on the one hand, and points in specified states, on the 
other. The report noted that Sanders Truck Transportation 
Co., Inc., was substituted as applicant in lieu of Neil Sanders, 
pursuant to an order authorizing such substitution in MC 
FC-12303, dated September 23, 1939. 

*MC 884, Rollo Trucking Corporation, Inc., Keyport, N. J., 
common carrier. Certificate granted as to continuance of 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between New 
York, N. Y., on the one hand, and specified points in N. J., 
on the other; and petroleum and petroleum products, in tank 
trucks, from Carteret, N. J., to Port Jervis, N. Y. 

*MC 1204, Rogers Fast Freight, Inc., Clarksburg, W. Va., 
common carrier. Certificate granted as to continuance of 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between points 
in a specified area in W. Va., on the one hand, and points in a 
specified area in W. Va., on the other. 

*MC 11544, Sub. 1, M. Luther Schott, Pottstown, Pa., ex- 
tension. Application for a certificate to transport specified 
commodities from East Greenville and Linfield, Pa., to points 
in Conn., R. I., Conn., N. J., and N. Y., dismissed, on finding 
applicant to hold operating authority to the extent sought under 
a certificate issued April 11, 1942, in MC 11544, Sub. 2. 

*MC 18320, York Transportation Co., Inc., York Pa., com- 
mon carrier. Certificate granted to applicant, as successor in 
interest to Benjamin H. Throop, for continuance of operation, 
general commodities, with exceptions, between York, Pa., and 
New York, N. Y., and specified commodities between York, Pa., 
and Bridgeport, Conn. Applicant was substituted in lieu of 
Throop by approval of the Commission given December 16, 
1936, in MC FC-676. 

*MC 23303, Sub. 1, Frank Pampinella, Ralph Pampinella, 
and Benjamin Caputo, dba Frank Pampinella & Co., Brooklyn, 
N. Y., extension. Permit granted. Occasional furniture, new 
and uncrated, from Brooklyn, N. Y., to points in Mass., Conn., 
R. I., Del., and the territory defined in Washington, D. C., com- 
mercial zone, and to points in Pa., and Md., with damaged, 
refused, or rejected shipments of occasional furniture on return. 

*MC 29957, Sub. 18, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, 
Inc., Shreveport, La., extension. Certificate denied. Pas- 
sengers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers, between Mem- 
phis and Jackson, Tenn. The report found public convenience 
and necessity not to require grant of the application as it 
would create a competing carrier operating between Memphis, 
on the one hand, and Bolivar, Jackson, Fulton, East St. Louis, 
and St. Louis, on the other, between which points adequate 
single-line service was now rendered. It denied a petition of 
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Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., asking for reopening and further 
hearing in respect of authority issued to applicant between 
certain points. 

*MC 2589, C. A. B. Y. Transportation Co., Cleveland, O., 
common carrier, embracing MC 2589, Sub. 1, Same, extension. 
On reconsideration, in MC 2589, findings in prior report, 23 
M. C. C. 495, modified, and certificate granted as to continuance 
of operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between 
Cleveland, O., and Rochester, N. Y., serving intermediate and 
off-route points in O., Pa., and N. Y.; and canned or pre- 
served foodstuffs and toilet preparations from specified points 
in N. Y., to points in Pa., and Ohio. On reconsideration in 
MC2589, Sub. 1, findings in prior report, 30 M. C. C. 519, and 
certificate granted as to specified commodities, in quantities 
of 10,000 pounds or more, and of empty malt-beverage con- 
tainers, from and to points in O., and N. Y. 

MC 93528, J. L. Barker, Morehead, Ky., common carrier. 
Certificate granted. General commodities, except whiskey, 
between Cincinnati, O., and Sandy Hook, Ky., serving all inter- 
mediate points between Flemingsburg, Ky., and Sandy Hook 
(excluding Flemingsburg), and certain off-route points. 

MC 46293, Decatur Warehouse Co., Inc., contract carrier. 
Permit granted as to continuance of contract carrier service, 
restricted to three types or classes of shippers. Certificate 
also granted as to continuance of operations as a common 
carrier, general commodities. Two applications were considered 
as a joint application under the above number. 

*MC 78632, Sub. 33, Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Nash- 
ville, Tenn., extension. Certificate granted. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between points in Tenn. 

*MC 16513, Reisch Trucking & Transportation Co., Inc., 
Palisades Park, N. J. Certificate granted as to continuance of 
operation of general commodities, with exceptions, between 
points in N. J. and N. Y., between N. J. and N. Y., on the 
one hand, and points in Del., Pa. and Baltimore, Md., and 
points within 10 miles of Baltimore, on the other; and sheet 
aluminum and aluminum products from Edgewater, N. J., and 
New York, N. Y., to Washington, D. C. 


Railroad Abandonments 


The Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. has applied to the 
Commission, in Finance No. 13985, for authority tc relocate 
three segments of line from Memphis Junction, Ky., to Mem- 
phis, Tenn. Applicant said the existing segments would be 
inundated by the Kentucky Reservoir to be created by the Ken- 
tucky dam, now under construction by the Tennessee Valley 
Authority in the Tennessee River, at or near Gilbertsv'lle, Ky. 
The three segments proposed to be constructed from Memphis 
Junction to Memphis are: From McKinnon to Danville. 3.3 
miles; from Danville to Faxon, 4.1 miles; and from Big Sandy 
to Porters, 10.1 miles. 

The Commission, division 4, by a report and certificate in 
Finance No. 13951, Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. Aban- 
donment, has permitted abandonment by the L. & N. of its 


branch line in Jefferson county, Ala., extending from Graces to 
Redding, 2.4 miles. 


Burlington 


The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. has asked 
the Commission, in Finance No. 13987, for authority to abandon 
its branch line between Sterling, Colo., and Cheyenne, Wyo., 
approximately 105 miles. Applicant sought to abandon the 
branch more than a year ago, but because of a substantial in- 
crease in traffic requested dismissal of its application. The 
application was dismissed without prejudice. The instant ap- 
plication is renewal of applicant’s original attempt to abandon 
the branch. Applicant said there was some improvement in 
tonnage and revenue in the latter part of 1941, but notwith- 
standing that, the operation lost more than $90,000 in that year, 
“and on basis of the first six months of 1942 it is apparent 
that a similar serious loss will be suffered during the current 
year.” It was anticipated that after abandonment, applicant 
said, the Colorado & Southern would purchase or lease. and 
thereafter continue to operate about 1.33 miles of the affected 
trackage at Cheyenne and thus continue service to and from 
industries at that point now served by applicant. 

By a report and certificate in Finance No. 13898, Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. Abandonment, the Commis- 
sion, division 4, has permitted abandonment by the Burling- 
ton of the portion of branch line extending from Hebron to 
Chester, 11.4 miles, in Thayer County, Neb. 


N. C. & St. L. 


By a report and certificate in Finance No. 13875, Nashville, 
Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway Abandonment, the Commis- 
sion, division 4, has permitted abandonment by the N. C. & St. 
L. of that portion of its branch line in Lewis county, Tenn., 
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extending from a point near Hohenwald to Allen’s Creek, 10.38 
miles. 


W. Md.-F. B. 


The Commission, by division 4, by a report and certificate 
in Finance No. 13916, Fairmont, Bingamon Railway Co. ect al. 
Abandonment, has permitted abandonment by the Fairmont, 
Bingamon of that portion of its line in Harrison county, W. Va.,, 
extending from a point near Pine Bluff to Wyatt, 2.39 miles, 
and abandonment of operation thereof by the Western Mary- 
land Railway Co. 


Buffalo and Susquehanna 


The Buffalo & Susquehanna Railroad Corporation and the 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., as owner and operator, respec- 
tively, have asked the Commission, in Finance No. 13988, for 
authority to abandon, and to abandon operation of, a line of 
the B. & S. extending from a point near Sinnemahoning, Came- 
ron county, Pa., to a point near Burrows, Potter county, Pa., 
44.46 miles, and a line of the B. & S. from a point near 
Wharton to a point near Austin, in Potter county, Pa., 9 miles, 
The application says that disastrous floods that occurred July 
18 and 19, 1942, in Potter and Cameron counties, Pa., seri- 
ously damaged the lines proposed to be abandoned, that the 
estimated cost of restoration is $658,000, and that such expense 
is not believed warranted, because the volume of business 
handled on the lines is light, there are no prospects for in- 
creased traffic, and the rail, structural steel and scrap are 
needed in furtherance of the war effort. 


Cc. T. H. & S. 


The Chicago, Terre Haute & Southeastern Railway Co., 
and the trustees of the Milwaukee have asked the Commission, 
in Finance No. 13989, to authorize abandonment of a branch 
line of the former extending from a point 1 mile south of 
Blackhawk to Hymera, about 6 miles, in Vigo and Sullivan 
counties, Ind., and to authorize abandonment of operation 
thereof by the Milwaukee trustees. The application says the 
line proposed to be abandoned formerly served various coal 
mines in the area, but that no mines have been operated on this 
line for 7 or 8 years, and that there has been no operation over 
it for more than three years. 


Oregon-Washington 


Examiner R. Romero, in a report in Finance No. 13770, 
Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. et al. Abandon- 
ment, has recommended that the Commission, division 4, find 
that the present and future public convenience and necessity 
are not shown to permit abandonment by the Oregon-Wash- 
ington Railroad & Navigation Co., and abandonment of opera- 
tion by the Union Pacific Railroad Co., lessee, of a branch line 
in Malheur County, Ore., known as the Brogan branch, ex- 
tending from Vale to Brogan, approximately 23.74 miles. 
Abandonment was opposed by the state of Oregon and _ the 
Public Utilities Commissioner of Oregon as well as railway 
employe organizations. ; 

Operation of the branch for the five year period, 1937-41, 
the examiner said, had resulted, as a whole, in substantial 
earnings. A loss incurred in 1941, said he, was not necessarily 
indicative of continuing losses in the future, particularly in 
view of the apparent substantial increases in agricultural and 
lumber products traffic “during the present year.” Further- 
more, he added, the sugar-beet growers were entirely de- 
pendent on the branch for transportation, “and it appears that 
they cannot substitute other agricultural products for sugar 
beets without substantial losses.” He concluded that abandon- 
ment of the branch at this time was unwarranted. 


Cc. & N. W. 


The Chicago & North Western Railway Co., by its trustee, 
Charles M. Thomson, has asked the Commission, in Finance 
No. 13991, for authority to abandon its branch line extending 
from New Ulm to Kasota, Minn., approximately 30.87 miles. 
Applicant said the branch was no longer economically useful, 
that present and prospective traffic thereon was such that con- 
tinued operation could not reasonably be expected to be profit- 
able, and that there was an urgent and increasing need for the 
recovery of salvageable materials from the line, such as, for 
example, rails and fastenings for use elsewhere in transporta- 
tion or otherwise in the nation’s war effort. 


i. €-¢.; St. L..& N. O. 


In Finance No. 13992, the Illinois Central Railroad Co., 
and the Chicago, St. Louis & New Orleans Railroad Co. jointly 
have asked the ‘Commission for a certificate permitting aban- 
donment of the line owned by the C. St. L. & N. O., ar’ op- 
erated by the I. C., extending from Kevil to East Cairo, Ky., 
16.08 miles, in Ballard County, Ky. Applicants said that neces- 
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sity of the line, used as a “cut-off” had been largely eliminated 
by reason of construction of an additional main line operated 
by the I. C. from Edgewood, Ill., to Fulton, Ky., and acquisi- 
tion by the I. C. of one-third interest in the Paducah & Illinois 
Railroad Co. Heavy expenditures for rehabilitation, they 
added, would be avoided if the line were abandoned. Relay 
rail and other track material and scrap steel to be salvaged, 
they said, would be made available for use in connection with 
the war production program. 


©. &...1.-U. P. 


The Commission, division 4, by a report and certificate in 
Finance No. 13927, Oregon Short Line Railroad Co. et al. 
Abandonment, has permitted abandonment by the O. S. L., and 
abandonment of operation by the Union Pacific, lessee, of the 
portion of branch line in Cache County, Utah, extending east- 
erly from Ballard Junction, 2.95 miles. 


Atlantic Coast Line 


By a report and certificate in Finance No. 13860, Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co. Abandonment, the Commission, division 
4, has permitted abandonment by the A. C. L. of its line in 
Orangeburg and Dorchester counties, S. C., extending from Four 
Holes to Pregnall, 8.2 miles. 


Cc. R. Il. & P. 


The Commission, division 4, by a report and certificate in 
Finance No. 13763, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. 
Trustees Abandonment, has permitted abandonment by the Rock 
Island of its branch line between Chickasha and Lindsay, 26.29 
miles, in Grady and Garvin counties, in Oklahoma, of which 
24.78 miles of main track were owned by the Rock Island, and 
the remaining 1.51 miles eastward to Lindsay were owned by 
the A. T. & S. F. The evidence, said the report, established 
that there was not sufficient traffic to support the line sought 
to be abandoned, and that prospective traffic would not be ade- 
quate to warrant the expenditures necessary to keep the line 
in operation. Both the applicants, and representatives of the 
labor organizations, concurred in a request that the Commission 
retain jurisdiction to cons:der whether or not, and what terms 
and conditions should be imposed for the benefit of employes 
who might be adversely affected by the abandonment. 


S. A. L., ETC. 


The Tampa & Gulf Coast Railroad Co., and receivers of 
the Seaboard Air Line Railway Co., jointly have asked the 
Commission, in Finance No. 13993, for a certificate permitting 
abandonment by the Tampa & Gulf Coast and abandonment of 
operation by the receivers of the S. A. L. of portions of the 
Tarpon Springs and Port Richey branches of the former 
located in Pinellas and Pasco counties, Fla., as follows: Of 
the Port Richey branch, from Elfers to New Port Richey, 2.3 
miles; and of the Tarpon Springs branch, from Lake Villa to 
Tarpon Springs, 3.1 miles. Applicants said the branches had 
been operated at substantial out-of-pocket losses, attributable 
principally to improved highway facilities resulting in the 
diversion of traffic to motor carriers. 


Report to Congress 


President Roosevelt reported to Congress October 29 that, 
under the property requisitioning act of October 16, 1941, as 
amended by Title VI of the second war powers act, the govern- 
ment had requisitioned 13,647,595 feet of railroad relay rail 
in the period from Octobr 16, 1941, through October 16, 1942. 
In the same period there was requisitioned 33,590 tons of 
usable railroad track material and 109 pieces of railroad equip- 
ment (not otherwise specified), according to the report. 

Of the 13,647,595 feet of relay rail, the War Production 
Board requisitioned 10,201,668 feet, the Navy Department 1,- 
547,040 feet, the War Department 1,898,887 feet and the Mari- 
time Commission 7;088 feet. 

_ The report said the amounts shown for all property requisi- 
tioned represented actual quantities seized except with respect 
to a few requisitions such as those covering certain requisi- 
lloned railroad lines where actual quantities and weights were 
not available at this time. In such cases, said the report, com- 
pletion of demolition of the requisitioned property frequently 
fequired several months and the amount reported was the 
amount authorized to be seized under the requisitioning action 


or the best available estimate of the amount to be obtained 
from the seizure. 


PURCHASE OF VALLEY RAIL ROAD CO. 


Chesapeake Western Railway, Harrisonburg, Va., in F. 
D. No. 13990, Application of Chesapeake Western Railway for 
Authority to Acquire and Operate Property of the Valley Rail 
Road Co., has requested authority to take over all of the prop- 
erty of the latter, except that portion of the line known as the 
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Lexington Terminal, and that portion of the property from 
Staunton to the Lexington Terminal, which will be abandoned 
pursuant to an earlier order of the Commission. The Lexing- 
ton Terminal will be conveyed to the Chesapeake & Ohio Rail- 
way Co., as authorized by division 4 in F. D. No. 13825, dated 
September 16, 1942. 

The application set forth that the Chesapeake Western 
operated a line of railroad extending from Elkton, Va., to 
Bridgewater, Va., 27.73 miles; that the Valley owned a line 
of railroad (operated by the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co.) 
extending from Harrisonburg, Va., to East Lexington, Va., 
60.06 miles, and owned 1.06 miles and had trackage rights over 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway for a distance of 1.48 miles. 
Valley also owns, the petition adds, 9.33 miles of passing and 
way switching tracks. It connects with several other railroads 
at various points. 

The application said that the proposed transaction would 
be financed by borrowing $150,000 from D. W. Thomas, on 
open account. Mr. Thomas held all the stock of the Chesa- 
peake Western, the application said. It recited, further, that, 
if the application was approved, the two properties could be so 
operated as to effect beneficial economies, and that the pro- 
posed transaction would give patrons of the Valley more di- 
versified routes and better and quicker service. The applica- 
tion also pointed out that a new industry has just been lo- 
cated on the Valley to begin operations about January 1, 1943. 


Investigation of Forwarders 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, on its own motion, has instituted three 
investigation proceedings into rates and practices of freight 
forwarders throughout the country. The proceedings are No. 
28894, consolidation of shipments by freight forwarders; No. 
28896, forwarder rates conditioned upon aggregates of tonnage; 
and No. 28897, proportional rates of freight forwarders. The 
proceedings grew out of the question whether forwarders, since 
they came under Commission regulation with the enactment 
of part IV, of the interstate commerce act, might continue law- 
fully some of the preregulation methods and practices. 


Forwarder vws. Forwarder 


The Western Carloading Co. has asked the Commission to 
suspend portions of Supplement No. 6 to Local and Joint Freight 
Tariff No. 1, MF-I. C. C. No. 1, filed by G. V. Helms, doing 
business as Maritime Shippers Service Co., dated to be effective 
November 1, naming a rate of $2.75 by the hundred pounds 
from the terminals of Maritime Shippers Service Co., in New 
York, to shipper’s place of business in Los Angeles, on drugs, 
medicines, toilet preparations, or chemicals. The new rate 
proposed a reduction of 25 cents a hundred pounds below the 
rates of other forwarders. 

Other freight forwarders, the protestant said, to participate 
in this traffic, will be forced to meet the reduced rate. That, 
it added, would tend to break down the rate structure of all 
freight forwarders. Therefore, the protestant argued, the pro- 
posed rate would constitute an unfair and destructive competi- 
tive practice, in contravention of the national transportation 
policy. In support of this declaration, that other forwarders 
would have to follow the lead of Maritime Shippers Service 
Co., the Western Carloading Co. recited the fact that it had 
already filed a supplemental tariff. According to the protest, 
the existing level of less-carload rail rates on the commodities 
covered by the protest is $4.38 a hundred pounds, from New 
York to both San Francisco and Los Angeles. It declared that 
the forwarders’ rate, $3 a hundred pounds, is already as low as 


is consistent with the need of revenues to provide efficient 
service. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

MC C-334, iron and steel, Minnequa, Colo., to Kansas and Missouri 
points. Proceeding discontinued. 

MC F-1978, Interstate Motor Freight System, purchase, Hugo Red- 
hage. Application under section 210a(b) requesting approval of tem- 
porary operation by Interstate Motor Freight System, Grand Rapids, 
Mich., of certain properties of Hugo Redhage, Village of Oermann, 
Mo., denied. 

W-595, Norfolk, Baltimore and Carolina Line, Ine., application. 
Effective date of certificate and order of August 17 further modified 
to become effective January 5, 1943, instead of November 5. 

No. 27747, Mississippi Cotton Seed Crushers Association vs. A. B. 
& C. et al. Order of June 2 further modified to become effective 
January 20, 1943, on not less than 30 days’ notice, instead of November 
20. 

MC 24639, Central Motor Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
Reopened for reconsideration. Order of January 23, as subsequently 
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modified to become effective November 14, in so far as it denied appll- 
cation, vacated. 

MC 26876, Brashear Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; MC 26876 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension, Tulsa; and MC 77326, 
Brashear Truck Co., contract carrier application. Reopened for recon- 
sideration solely to determine whether proposals of applicants, in their 
petition for reopening, reconsideration and further hearing, for elimina- 
tion of certain of common carrier operations, will meet requirements 
of section 210 of interstate commerce act such that a certificate can 
be issued to applicant in MC 26876 and MC 26876 Sub No. 1 and a 
permit to applicant in MC 77326. Order of April 16, as subsequently 
modified to become effective November 30, in so far as it denied ap- 
plications, vacated. 

MC 96398, Fred M. Wright, common carrier application. Report 
and order of February 18 modified so as to authorize issuance to appli- 
cant, on compliance with sections 215 and 217 of act and rules and 
regulations thereunder, of certificate authorizing operations, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, as a common carrier by motor vehicle, of 
fertilizer, live stock and poultry feed from Hebron, Md., to points 
in Maryland within 6 miles of Hebron, and from Hebron to Delmar, 
Del., and points in Delaware within 15 miles of Delmar, over irregular 
routes. Order shall become effective November 21, unless any party 
in interest shall show cause, if any there be, in writing verified under 
oath, why report and order of February 18 should not be modified in 
manner and to extent described above. 

MC F-1623, Carolina Coach Co. of Virginia, purchase, Richmond- 
Greyhound Lines, Inc. Time within which authority granted may be 
exercised extended to November 23. 

MC C-196, New England Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., vs. H. B. Church 
Truck Service Co. Complaint dismissed. 

MC F-1759, Standard Freight Lines, Inc., lease, Ralph D. Holt. 
Petition of protestant, Illinois Minnesota Motor Carriers Conference, 
for reconsideration, reopening, oral argument and/or further hearing 
in matter of decision by division 4, dated July 2, granted to extent 
it seeks reconsideration and oral argument. Assigned for oral argu- 
ment December 2, 10:00 o’clock a. m., at Washington, D. C. 

No. 28712, H. C. Godman Co. vs. P. R. R. Order of May 18 further 
modified to become effective November 29 instead of October 29. 

MC 1503 Sub. No. 37 (this matter has been transferred to MC 1520 
Sub. No. 1), Central Greyhound Lines, Inc., of New York, extension, 
Utica-Bridgewater, N. Y. Report and recommended order, which be- 
came effective September 14 as the order of the Commission in so far 
as a certificate authorizing operation as common carrier in interstate 
or foreign commerce, of passengers and their baggage, and of express 
and newspapers in same vehicle with passengers, over a specified route, 
between Utica, N. Y., and Bridgewater, N. Y., is granted, modified to 
authorize issuance of such certificate to Central Greyhound Lines, Inc., 
of New York, of Cleveland, Ohio. 


MC 63295, M. C. Garner Truck Lines. Reopened and assigned for 
further hearing on December 2, at 9:30 o’clock a. m., at the Sir Walter 
Hotel, Raleigh, N. C., before Examiner W. W. McCaslin. 


MC F-119, Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Inec., control, Peninsula 
Transit Corporation. Second petition of protestant, Virginia Stage 
Lines, Inc., for reconsideration (including request for oral argument) 
by Commission of its decision, of June 9, 1941, denied. 


MC F-1358, Consolidated Freightways, Inc., lease, O. J. Mitchell. 
Applicants’ petition for reopening and further hearing by Commission 
in matter of decision by division 4 denied. 


MC F-1636, Yellow Cab Transit Co., purchase, Kansas City-Illinois 
Express, Inc. Joint petition of protestants, Byers Transportation Co., 
Inc., and Toedebusch Transfer Co., Inc., for reconsideration, rehear- 
ing and oral argument by Commission in matter of decision by divi- 
sion 4 denied. 


MC C-313, iron and steel articles, between central and southwest 
points. Proceeding discontinued. 


MC C-337, pick-up and delivery, New Jersey and New York to Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts and Rhode Island. Proceeding discontinued. 

No. 27983, Adams Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. First 
ordering paragraph of order of August 19, in so far as said paragraph 
pertains to rates for transportation of coal, in carloads, from Inner 
and Outer Crescent districts to destinations in Nebraska, Colorado, 
South Dakota and Iowa, and second ordering paragraph of said order 
modified to become effective February 25, 1943, on not less than 30 
days’ notice, instead of November 25. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-2011. Moss Patterson, general manager of Southwestern 
Motor Carriers Corporation, Oklahoma City, Okla., asks authority to 
acquire control of Southwestern Motor Carriers Corporation through 
ownership of capital stock. 

MC F-2012. Santa Fe Transportation Co., Los Angeles, Calif., asks 
authority to issue $739,000 of capital stock and a 10-year note for 
$559,000 in exchange for its present capital stock and open account 
indebtedness of $1,298,000 to the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co. Applicant said it expected its earnings for 1942 and for one 
or more succeeding years would be sufficient to subject it to federal 
excess profits taxes. Under the Internal Revenue Code, it said, open 
account indebtedness could not be included in invested capital for the 
purpose of computing excess profits taxes but all money or property 
paid in for stock and 50 per cent of the amount of indebtedness 
evidenced by notes was includible. Consequently, it added, none of 
the $1,298,000 invested by the railway could be availed of it (applicant) 
as invested capital for excess profits tax purposes unless the indebted- 
ness representing such investment was converted into securities; and 
without such conversion, excess profits taxes would be unnecessarily 
and unreasonably high under existing revenue laws or any expected 
changes therein. 

MC F-2008, Hugh Mark O'Neill, Cleveland, O., asks authority to 
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acquire control, through ownership of stock, of Anchor Motor Fr: ight, 
Inc., of Michigan; Anchor Motor Freight, a New York corporation, 
and Anchor Motor Freight, Inc., of Delaware, of Cleveland, ©., by 
exchanging certain shares of stock of U. S. Truck Lines, Inc., of Delg- 
ware, for the shares of stock held by the latter corporation in the three 
Anchor lines. 

MC F-2009. James Marvin Hayes, of Clarksville, Tenn., agent for 
a corporation to be organized, asks authority to purchase for $10,000, 
and temporarily to operate, property and operating rights of Mohawk 
Motor Freight, Inc., Nashville, Tenn., offered for sale after the filing 
of a bankruptcy petition by the transferer’s president in the federal] 
court for the eastern Missouri district. 

MC F-2010. The Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., 
asks authority to purchase, for not more than $40,000, operating rights 
of J. R. Dulaney, dba Dulaney Freight Lines, Ardmore, Okla., between 
Oklahoma City, Okla., through Ardmore to the Oklahoma-Texas state 
line, 

MC F-1981 (amended). Glendenning Motorways, Ine., St. Paul, 
Minn., amends its application by asking authority to purchase, in liey 
of authority to lease with option to purchase, operating rights and 
property of Cornelius William Styer, dba Northern Transportation Co., 
of St. Paul, Minn. 

MC F-2007. Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., Wichita, Kan., 
asks authority to issue $2,200,000 of capital stock and a 10-year note for 
$1,980,000 for the purpose of exchanging the same for its present 
capital stock and open account indebtedness of $3,300,581 to the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. 

Finance No. 13986. Northern Pacific Railway Co., asks authority 
to acquire the properties of the Big Fork & Northern Railway Co., 
which are situated in Minnesota. The line of the latter extends from 
Northome to Grand Falls, 31.60 miles. Applicant said there would be 
no consideration for the transfer of the properties other than the sur- 
render for cancellation of all the stock of the Big Fork & Northern. 

MC F-2013. Mrs. Mariam C. Hayes, Concord, N. C., asks authority 
to acquire control of Terminal Transfer, Inc., New Brunswick, N. J., 
through ownership of capital stock. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 

MC F-2002, Calvert & Rogers, Inc., purchase—James P. Rogers. 
Application for authority under section 210a(b) of Calvert & Rogers, 
Ine., of Washington, D. C., for temporary operation of motor-carrier 
rights and properties of James P. Rogers, doing business as Calvert 
& Rogers, also of Washington, granted. 

MC F-1987, Luper Transportation Company of Oklahoma, purchase 
—Keystone Freight Lines. Application for authority under section 
210a(b) of Luper Transportation Company of Oklahoma, of Shawnee, 
Okla., for temporary operation of a portion of the motor-carrier rights 
of Keystone Freight Lines of Tulsa, Okla., granted. 

MC F-1992, Amsterdam Despatch, Inc., purchase—M. C. Wilkin- 
son. Application for authority under section 210a(b) of Amsterdam 
Despatch, Inc., of Amsterdam, N. Y., for temporary operation of motor- 
earrier rights of M. C. Wilkinson, doing business as Utica-New York 
Transportation, of New York, N. Y., granted. 

MC F-1979, Gateway City Transfer Company, Inc., purchase— 
Hubert A. Wynberg and John Wynberg. Application for authority 
under section 210a(b) of Gateway City Transfer Company, Inc., of 
La Crosse, Wis., for temporary operation of a portion of the motor- 
earrier rights of Hubert A. Wynberg and John Wynberg, doing busi- 
ness as Wynberg Truck Line, of Pella, Iowa, granted. 

MC F-1991, Newton H. Benscheidt, lease—S. & C. Transport Com- 
pany, Inc. (Albert S. Teed, Receiver). Application for authority under 
section 210a(b) of Newton H. Benscheidt, doing business as Hutchin- 
son Cider & Vinegar Works, of Hutchinson, Kans., for temporary opera- 
tion of a portion of the motor-carrier rights of S. & C. Transport 
Company, Inc. (Albert S. Teed, Receiver), of South Hutchinson, Kans., 
denied. 

MC F-1904, Werner Transportation Company, lease—Bernd Trux, 
Inec., and Keeshin Motor Express Co., Inc. Lease by Werner Trans- 
portation Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., of certain operating rights 
of Bernd Trux, Inc., of Chicago, Ill.. and Keeshin Motor Express Co., 
Inc., also of Chicago, approved and authorized, subject to condition. 

MC F-1909, Robert E. Sullivan, purchase—Service Freight Line, 
Inc. Purchase by Robert E. Sullivan, doing business as Sullivan Lines, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., of certain operating rights of Service Freight 
Line, Inc., of Ypsilanti, Mich., approved and authorized, subject to 
condition, 

MC F-1913, Fitterling Transportation Company, Inc., purchase— 
Kansas City-Illinois Express, Inc. Application ‘for authority under 
section 210a(b) of Fitterling Transportation Company, Inc., of South 
Bend, Ind., for temporary operation of a portion of the motor-carrier 
rights of Kansas City-Illinois Express, Inc., of Kansas City, Mo., 
granted October 23, 1942, provided, subject to conditions. 

MC F-1809, Norfolk Southern Bus Corporation, purchase—P. E. 
Calloway. 1. Purchase by Norfolk Southern Bus Corporation, Norfolk, 
Va., of operating rights and certain property of P. E. Calloway, doing 
business as Calloway’s Transportation Company, Swan Quarter, N. C., 
approved and authorized, subject to condition. 2. Issuance of a cér- 
tificate to Norfolk Southern Bus Corporation authorized upon compll- 
ance with certain conditions. 

MC F-1860, H. P. Welch Co., purchase—Faiman Motor Lines, Inc. 
(Joseph W. Ress, trustee). Purchase by H. P. Welch Co., Somerville, 
Mass., of operating rights of Faiman Motor Lines, Inc. (Joseph W. 
Ress, trustee), Hartford, Conn., approved and authorized, subject to 
condition. 

MC F-1866, Forrest E. Miller, purchase—Roy J. Shelby. Purchase 
by Forrest E. Miller, doing business as Eck Miller Transfer Company, 
of Owensboro, Ky., of operating rights of Roy J. Shelby, doing busi- 
ness as Shelby Truck Line, of Albion, Ill., approved and authorized, 
subject to condition. 
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October 31, 1942 


Proposed Reports 
Liquid Asphalt 


No. 28808, Texas Co. vs. A. C. L. et al. By Examiner L. J. 
P. Fichthorn. Dismissal proposed. Charges applicable on liquid 
asphalt, remaining in tank cars, which were returned between 
May 31 and Nov. 30, 1940, from Whitakers, N. C., and Robious 
and Myrtle, Va., to Norfolk, Va., and thence forwarded to Jack- 
sonville, Fla., billed as empty cars, unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded charges computed by applying to the actual 
weights of liquid asphalt, respectively, rates of 47 cents from 
Whitaker and Robious, and 42 cents from Myrtle. Waiver of 
collection of certain outstanding undercharges proposed. 


Cattle 


No. 28831, J. A. Lehn vs. Union Pacific et al. By Examiner 
John Davey. Charges of $229.36, collected on cattle shipped 
August 20, 1940, from Grand Island, Neb., to Dewart, Pa., un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded those based on the 
minima claimed. Reparation of $2.24, with interest, proposed. 


PROPOSED WATER REPORTS 


W-108, Mallory Transport Lines, Inc.—Exemption, Section 
303 (e), embracing W-754, Marine Transport Lines, Inc., Con- 
tract Carrier Application. By Examiner Morris H. Konigsberg. 
Recommends that applicant be found entitled to continue opera- 
tion as contract carrier by water by self-propelled vessels, by 
reason of having been engaged in such operations on Jan. 1, 
1940, and continuously since. Also recommends that exemption 
under section 303 (e) of the act be granted as to transportation 
of liquid chlorine gas, in tanks, from Hopewell, Va., to Kuree 
Beach, N. C., on finding that, due to inherent nature of the 
commodity, special equipment was required for its transporta- 
tion, and that it was not actually or substantially competitive 
with common carriers subject to parts I, II or III of the act. 

W-721, Gallagher Brothers Sand & Gravel Corporation, 
contract carrier application. By Examiner Frank C. Weems. 
Recommends grant of a certificate authorizing continuance of 
operation aS a common carrier in the towage of empty vessels 
for others between points in the harbor of New York and 
harbors contiguous thereto, on the one hand, and points on 
connecting waterways outside that area, on the other, includ- 
ing the Hudson River and Long Island Sound. Denial of 
application in all other respects proposed. 


SALE OF ARTHUR GOFORTH PROPERTY 

Examiner Thomas J. Parick, in a proposed report in MC-F- 
1881, H. A. Austin, Purchase, Arthur Goforth (H. T. Goforth, 
Administrator), in which H. A. Austin and Arthur Goforth 
sought to purchase operating rights and property of decedent, 
recommended that the joint application be denied. 

Austin, a non-motor carrier, controlled Service Storage & 
Transfer Co., of Bluefield, W. Va., and had already purchased 
from the administrator operating rights and equipment of the 
decedent, who, in MC 15815 had been granted “grandfather” 
rights on May 3, 1941. The administrator transferred the phys- 
ical property to vendee on April 16, 1942, and vendee then, or 
shortly thereafter, began operations under the rights enjoyed 
by the decedent. The proposed report said that, in thus assum- 
ing control of the operations prior to approval of the Commis- 
sion, it was clear that vendee violated the provision of section 
5d of the act. No valid reason for disregarding this provision, 
Said the report, was advanced. The proposed report further 
pointed out that, since the certificates issued to Service Storage 
& Transfer Co., and to Arthur Goforth, authorized operations in 
substantially the same territory, approval of the transaction 
Proposed in the joint application would theoretically permit 
vendee to compete with Service Storage & Transfer Co. in cer- 
tain parts of the same territory. In proposing denial of the joint 
application, the examiner said it should be without prejudice to 
Submission by the proper parties of a supplemental application 
seeking authority to unify the operations of Arthur Goforth 


and the Service Storage & Transfer Co., Inc., through purchase 
or otherwise. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
¢f 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “black face’ type. 
with name of town or city following.) 


Missouri (St. Louis)—MC 103687, Lacy Lewton, common 
carrier. Certificate proposed. Fresh meats and packing house 


Products from East St. Louis and National Stock Yards, IIl., to 
Louisiana, Mo. 
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Texas (Waco)—-MC 2322, Sub. 7, Johnson Transport Co., 
Inc., extension. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between points on applicant’s presently 
authorized routes, on the one hand, and McGregor, Tex., on the 
other, and between McGregor, on the one hand, and the Blue- 
bonnet Ordnance plant located near U. S. highway 84 between 
McGregor and Oglesby, Tex., on the other. 

New York (Riverhead)—MC 94823, Sub. 1, Willard Cray- 
ton, extension. Denial of application for a certificate proposed 
for want of prosecution. Agricultural commodities, etc., be- 
tween Nazareth, Pa., and Riverhead, N. Y., between Baltimore, 
Md., and Riverhead, N. Y., and between Edgewater, N. J., and 
Riverhead. 

Minnesota (Stillwater)—-MC 68506, Sub. 1, Olson Transfer 
Co., extension. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, serving all intermediate points on regular routes 
authorized by the certificate issued to applicant in MC 68506, 
except the intermediate points specified in such certificate, 
and serving as off-route points in connection with regular routes 
operations authorized by the certificate issued in MC 68506, 
Alden, Nye, Ubet, West Sweden and Atlas, Wis., and all points, 
located within (a) 5 miles of St. Croix Falls, Wis.; (b) 10 
miles of Balsam Lake, Wis., and (c) 5 miles of Webster, Wis. 

Wyoming (Sheridan)—-MC 63666, Sub. 1, J. Y. Westbrook, 
extension. Certificate proposed. Live stock between specified 
points in Wyo. and Mont. 

IMinois (Chicago)—-MC 52622, William C. Holtz, common 
carrier. Denial proposed on findine evidence insufficient to 
establish that applicant’s transportation of general commodities 
between points in Ill., within the Chicago commercial zone, 
was such as to require a certificate or a permit under part 
II of the interstate commerce act. The report said applicant’s 
operations were either local cartage for the Meihle Printing 
Press and Manufacturing Co., a shipper, or pick-up and delivery 
services for forwarding companies. 

Nebraska (Benkelman)—MC 52301, Sub. 1, Louis Elder, 
extension. Certificate recommended. Specified commodities 
between points in Kan., Neb., and Colo. 

Texas (San Antonio)—MC 46054, Sub. 30, Brown Express, 
extension, embracing MC 46054, Sub. 32, Same, extension. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between specified points in Tex. 

Pennsylvania (Warren)—MC 3246, Sub. 1, Paul A. Fisher 
and J. Clifford Johnson, extension. Certificate proposed. Speci- 
fied commodities between Warren, Pa., on the one hand, and 
points in N. J., N. Y., Mass., Conn., R. I., Del., Md., Va., 
W. Va., O., Ind., Ill., Mich. and D. C., on the other. 

Wisconsin (Eau Claire)—-MC 70426, William Schumacher, 
common carrier. Certificate proposed, on further hearing, as 
to continuance of operation as a common carrier of qeneral 
commodities, with exceptions, from and to points in Ill. and 
JInd., located within the Chicago commercial zone, in connec- 
tion with operations authorized in the prior report, 1 M. C. C. 
569. 

Washington (Everett)—-MC 94092, Sub. 1. Hutchings Fast 
Freight, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Seattle and Everett, Wash., 
serving Paine Field. Wash., an off-route point. 


Massachusetts (Boston)—-MC 103614, Chas. J. Wiemann, 
contract carrier. Application dismissed at applicant’s request. 
Frozen products, meat, fish, fruit and produce, between Boston, 
Mass., and Washington, D. C., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Chester)—-MC 103898, Grover C. Lane, com- 
mon carrier. Denial of certificate proposed. Household goods, 
between Chester, Pa., and points within 5 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in Del., Md., and N. J. 


New York (New York)—MC 92410, Sub. 1, William Singer, 
extension. Certificate proposed. New uncrated store fixtures, 
office equipment, and building supplies from points in Conn., 
N. J., and N. Y., to points in the New York commercial zone 
as defined in 1 M. C. C. 665 New York, N. Y., Commercial Zone. 

lowa (Shenandoah)—-MC 84684, Sub. 1, W. S. Howrey, ex- 
tension. Denial proposed for want of prosecution. Farm prod- 
ucts, nursery stock, seeds, seed corn, grains, and live stock, be- 
tween Shenandoah, Ia., and points in Mo. 

Michigan (Grand Rapids)—MC 84612, Sub. 1, Dallas L. 
Darling, extension. Certificate proposed. Fresh meats and pack- 
ing house products from Davenport, Ia., to Grand Rapids, Mich., 
and points in Michigan within 160 miles of Grand Rapids, over 
irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Waltham)—-MC 79844, Sub. 1, Felix A. 
Lopez, extension. Denial proposed. Lumber finished and unfin- 
ished, between Waltham, Mass., and points within 15 miles 
thereof, and Portsmouth and Providence, R. I., on the one hand, 
— oy the other, points in Conn., Mass., Me., N. H., R. L., 
an ; 

New York (New York)—-MC 66562, Sub. 430, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities between Fairbury and Endicott, Neb., subject to 
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condition that service be limited to that which is auxiliary to, 
or supplemental of, express service. } 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 413, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, between Freeport and Warren, Ill., over desig- 
nated regular and alternate routes, subject to condition that 
service be limited to that which is auxiliary to, or supplemental 
of, express service. , 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 346, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, between Bluffs and Bowen, IIl., over svecified 
routes, serving intermediate points, subject to condition that 
service be limited to that which is auxiliary to, or supplemental 
of, express service. 

New Jersey (Bridgeton)—-MC 52616, Sub. 1, Rebecca Ger- 
son, extension. Certificate proposed. Glassware, from Millville, 
N. J., to Linfield, Pa., and damaged or rejected glassware on 
return to Millville. 

Texas (San Antonio)—-MC 46054, Sub. 31, Brown Express, 
extension. Certificate proposed. General commodities, except 
commodities in bulk, between Corpus Christi, Tex., and a point 
approximately 5 miles north of Three Rivers, Tex., over U. S. 
Highway 281. ; 

Colorado (Denver)—MC 9895, Sub. 15, R. B. Wilson, ex- 
tension. Denial proposed, so far as applicant sought perma- 
nent authorization, but granting of temporary certificate pro- 
posed on finding that evidence disclosed that the proposed opera- 
tion would be in furtherance of the war effort. Petroleum 
products, in bulk, from points near Casper, Wyo., to specified 
points in Neb. and Colo. 

Arkansas (El Dorado)—MC 1304, Sub. 1, Bunn W. Robert- 
son, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. Machinery, supplies, 
materials, and equipment used in the construction, development, 
and production of natural gas and petroleum, between points in 
Ala., Ill., Miss., Mo., Tenn., and Tex.; heavy machinery and 
equipment requiring the use of special equipment, between 
points in Ark., La., and Tex., over irregular routes. 

lowa (Harlan)—MC 530, Sub. 1, J. H. Frederickson and 
D. H. Frederickson, extension. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, between Avoca and Atlantic, Ia., over specified 
routes, serving certain intermediate and off-route points. 

Oklahoma (Tulsa)—-MC 100254, Sub. 2, R. J. Allison Co., 
Inc., extension. Denial of permit proposed. Petroleum products, 
in bulk, from Tulsa to specified points in Kan. 


Pennsylvania (Corry)—-MC 87868, George L. Besson, com- 
mon carrier, embracing Sub. 1, Same, extension. Certificate pro- 
posed as to continuance of operation, general commodities, with 
exceptions, from Corry to points in Allegheny, Cattaraugus, 
Chautauqua, Erie, and Niagara counties, N. Y., and household 
goods between Corry and points in N. Y., and O.; and operation 
as to household goods between Corry and points in Pa., and N. 
Y., within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in IIL, 
Ind., Mass., N. J., N. Y., and O., on the other. 

North Carolina (Statesville)—-MC 73673, Sub. 3, G. & M. 
Motor Transfer Co., Inc., extension. Certificate recommended. 
Cotton textile products, points in N. C., not more than 125 miles 
from Statesville to Statesville. 

New York (Franklinville)—-MC 56082, Sub. 3, Eldon L. 
Randall, extension. Denial of application for a certificate pro- 
posed for want of prosecution. Malt and carbonated beverages 
and malt and carbonated beverage containers between points in 
N. Y., O., and Pa. 

New York (Albany)—MC 52798, Sub. 1, Cedric E. Babcock, 
extension. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities 
between North Bennington, Vt., and Albany, N. Y., over regular 
routes in lieu of irregular route operation now performed. 

Ilinois (Chicago)—-MC 52455, Sub. 2, Nowak Trucking Co., 
extension. Permit proposed. Foodstuffs of all kinds in tin and 
glass containers between points in Wis., on the one hand, and 
points in Ill., and Ind.. on the other, and between points in Ind., 
_ the one hand, and the Chicago, Ill., commercial zone, on the 
other. 

California (Sacramento)—-MC 51574, McLaughlin Draying 
Co., common carrier. Certificate proposed. Continuance of op- 
eration, heavy machinery, structural steel, and equipment, ma- 
terials and supplies used in the construction or maintenance of 
telephone and electric power lines, between points in Calif. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—MC 15348, Sub. 6, R. L. Anderson, ex- 
tension. Permit recommended. Macaroni and cheese, from Lib- 
ertyville, Ill., to specified points in Neb., and empty containers 
and rejected or returned shipments of said commodities in the 
reverse direction. 

California (Santa Barbara)—-MC 12077, Sub. 1, Bekins Van 
& Storage, Inc., extension. License proposed as to operation as 
a broker at Santa Barbara of transportation of household goods 
= ' and motion-picture equipment between points in 
the U.S. 

Idaho (Pocatello)—-MC 263, Sub. 12, Garrett Freightlines, 
Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


exceptions, and specified commodities, between points in Ida. 
Ore., and Utah, including service to intermediate and off-route 
points, in connection with applicant’s present operations. 

New Jersey (Paterson)—-MC 87997, Sub. 1, Textile Motor 
Express, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General com- 
— between specified points in N. J., R. I., Mass., and 

onn. 

INinois (Albion)—MC 103913, Clifton J. Gillard and George 
S. Gillard, contract carrier. Certificate proposed on finding ap- 
plicants operation to be that of a common carrier. Live stock, 
from points in Edwards County, Ill., to Evansville, Ind.; mixeg 
animal and poultry feed, fertilizer, wire, fencing, and metal 
roofing, from Evansville to points in Edwards County; and 
coal, from Princeton, Ind., to points in Edwards County. 

West Virginia (New Martinsville)—MC 102136, Sub. 1, John 
Stungis, extension. Permit proposed, on condition that such 
permit and permit issued in MC 102136, granted December 16, 
1940, to the extent that they cover the same operations, confer 
only a single operating right. Concrete masonry products, be- 
tween New Martinsville, W. Va., on the one hand, and points in 
Ohio, Pa., and W. Va., on the other; concrete masonry products 
and concrete pipe manufacturing equipment, between Parkers- 
burg, W. Va., on the one hand, and points in Ohio and Pa. on 
the other; and concrete masonry products and concrete pipe 
manufacturing equipment, between Clarksburg, W. Va., on the 
one hand, and points in Maryland. 

lowa (Thurman)—MC 96549, Sub. 1, Bob Hunter, exten- 
sion. Certificate proposed. Agricultural commodities, between 
points in Iowa and Neb.; popcorn, from points in Iowa to Tar- 
kio, Mo.; sand, between points in Neb. and points in Iowa. 

lowa (Thurman)—MC 83625, Sub. 1, Hubert F. McLuskey, 
extension. Certificate proposed. Agricultural commodities be- 
tween points in Iowa and Neb.; sand and gravel, from points in 
Neb. to points in Iowa; and crusched rock, from points in Neb. 
to points in Iowa. 

lowa (Thurman)—MC 82880, Sub. 1, M. R. Adamson, ex- 
tension. Certificate proposed. Agricultural commodities, be- 
tween points in Iowa and points in Neb.; and popcorn from 
points in Iowa to Tarkio, Mo. 

Wisconsin (Milwaukee)—MC 76993, Sub. 4, Express Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, between Detroit and Ann Arbor, Mich., by specified high- 
ways as alternate route to avoid congestion. 

New York (New York)—MC 75566, Sub. 1, Sheridan & 
Duncan, Inc.. extension. Permit proposed. Carbonated bever- 
ages from Mt. Vernon, N. Y., to Newark, N. J., and empty car- 
bonated beverage containers on return; and empty carbonated 
beverage containers from New York, N. Y., and points in Hud- 
son County, N. J., to Hudson, N. Y., with no transportation for 
compensation on return. Applicant was issued certificate as 
common carrier by motor vehicle in MC 52865, February 13, 
1942, as to paper. The proposed report said that, as the two 
operations were not competitive, holding by applicant of a cer- 
tificate as a common carrier, and a permit as a contract carrier, 
would be consistent with public interest and the national trans- 
portation policy. 

Maryland (Easton)—-MC 73587, Sub. 3, Elliott Bros. Truck- 
ing Co., extension. Certificate proposed. Canned goods, from 
“ey in Del., Md., and Va., to points in N. C., Fla., Ga. and 


Iinois (Chicago)—-MC 68909, Sub. 4, Decatur Cartage Co., 
extension. Certificate proposed. General commodities, over 
specified routes in Illinois and Indiana, for operating conveni- 
ence only, with no service at any point on the routes. 

Connecticut (Danbury)—-MC 52797, Sub. 1, Flying Eagle- 
Whiteway Lines, Inc., extension. Certificate proposed. Passen- 
gers and their baggage, express and newspapers, between Sandy 
Hook, Conn., and Danbury, Conn., serving one intermediate 
point and two off-route points. 

Nebraska (Alma)—MC 68810, Sub. 2, Tom Coffey, exten- 
sion. Certificate proposed. General commodities between Alma, 
Neb., and Almena, Kan. 

Missouri (St. Louis)-MC 44609, Sub. 15, Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Co. (Guy A. Thompson, Trustee), extension. Certifi- 
cate proposed. General commodities over alternate routes In 
Illinois, and return, without service at any point on such routes 
except to the extent applicant was already authorized to serve. 

Utah (Kanab)—MC 27984, Sub. 2, N. A. Riggs, extension. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, between specifies 
points in Utah and Arizona; live stock, between points in Ar!- 
zona and Utah. 

New Jersey (Camden)—MC 265, Sub. 5, Quaker City Bus 
Co., extension. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, express, and newspapers, alternate routes in New Jersey 
which by-pass certain congested sections of original route un- 
der MC 265, April 17, 1942. 

Nebraska (Plainview)—-MC 103828, Louis C. Mosel, com- 
mon carrier. Denial of certificate proposed for want of prosecu- 
tion. Live stock and general commodities, between Plainview, 
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on the one hand, and, on the other, Sioux City, Ia., and Omaha, 
Neb., over irregular routes. 

New York (Gloversville)—MC 103713, John G. Criscuolo, 
common carrier. Certificate proposed. Coal, from Fonda, N. Y., 
to Gloversville, N. Y., over irregular routes, during the period 
from August 15 of each year to April 30 of the following year. 

idaho (St. Charles)—-MC 103505, Orlando E. Monson, con- 
tract carrier. Permit proposed. Cheese, from Mountainview, 
Wyo., to Pocatello, Ida., over prescribed routes, with return of 
empty cheese containers, including service to intermediate and 
off-route points within 5 miles of Pocatello. 

Utah (Monticello)—-MC 103492, C. A. Frost Co., common 
carrier. Certificate proposed. Coal, from Shiprock, N. M., and 
points within 12 miles thereof, to Monticello, Utah; petroleum 
products, in containers, from Prewitt, N. M., to Monticello, over 
irregular routes. 

South Dakota (Rapid City)—-MC 103435, Sub. 1, Bucking- 
ham Transportation Co., extension. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, serving Rapid City Bombing 
School and Provo Ammunition Dump as off-route points in con- 
nection with applicant’s presently authorized routes. 

Pennsylvania (Lansford)—-MC 103308, John L. Sniscak, 
common carrier. Denial of certificate proposed. Coal, from 
Maryd, Pa., to Ridgefield Park and Newark, N. J., and Colmar 
Manor, Md.; fertilizer, from Baltimore, Md., to points in Pa.; 
concrete cinder blocks and rough lumber, from Ridgefield Park, 
N. J., to points in Pa. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC 103119, F. W. Hartell, contract 
carrier. Certificate proposed, on finding that applicant’s opera- 
tion was that of a common carrier. Fresh meats, packing house 
products, and dairy products, from Denver, Colo., to points in 
Ariz. and N. M.; fresh frozen and/or dried fruits and vegetables, 
from Yuma, Ariz., to Denver, Colo., over prescribed routes. 

lowa (Atlantic)—MC 102831, Sub. 1, Richard Rudy and 
Gerald Will, extension. Certificate proposed. Live stock and 
agricultural commodities, between Atlantic, Ia., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Kansas City and St. Joseph, -Mo., over irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Trenton)—MC 87880, Sub. 2, William Howard 
Bair, extension. Certificate proposed. Coal, from points in 
Schuylkill County, Pa., to Trenton, N. J., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (West Allis)—-MC 80279, Charles Elliott, com- 
mon carrier. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation as 
to household goods, between points located in Milwaukee County, 
Wis., on the one hand, and, on the other hand, points located 
in Conn., Ill., Ind., Ia., Ky., Md., Mass., Minn., Mo., Neb., N. J., 
Nit, IN. C,. Ono, Pa. S.C. “Fenn. Va. W. Va, and D: C.. 
over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Cambridge)—-MC 75219, Donoghue Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., common carrier. Certificate proposed. Find- 
ings in prior report, 29 M. C. C. 648, amended: Continuance of 
operations as to general commodities, with exceptions, between 
Boston, Mass., and Madison, Me., over regular routes, serv- 
ing intermediate and described off-route points; and general 
commodities, with exceptions, over irregular routes, from and 
to — points or territories in Maine, N. H., Mass., Conn., 
and R. I. 

Indiana (Whiting)—-MC 59310, Sub. 6, Sprout & Davis, 
Inc., extension. Temporary permit proposed, on request of ap- 
plicant that its application be considered as one for temporary 
authority, required because of unusual conditions arising from 
the war, without prejudice to renewal of the application for 
permanent authority at expiration of the temporary authority. 
Petroleum, and petroleum products, in bulk in tank trucks, from 
Whiting, Ind., to points in IIl., Ind., Wis., and Ia. 

lowa (Elliott)—-MC 51844, Sub. 1, Victor Edwin Godfrey, 
extension. Certificate proposed. Live stock, between Elliott, 
and points within 12 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Kansas City, Kan., and Kansas City and St. Joseph, 
Mo.; sand and gravel, in lots of not less than 10,000 pounds from 
Plattsmouth, Neb., and points within 8 miles thereof, to Elliott 
and points within 12 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 


California (Los Angeles)—MC 69584, Sub. 1, System 
Freight Service, extension. Denial of certificate proposed. 
sat commodities, from points in California to points in 

regon. 

New York (Albany)—MC 48624, Theodore and Raymond 
Schaap, extension. Denial of certificate proposed. Household 
goods, between points in New York, on the one hand, and points 
in Fla., Ga., Me., Mo., Del., Ill., Ind., Mich., N. C., S. C., W. Va., 
and Wis., from points in Conn., D. C., N. H., R. L, and Va., to 
points in New York; between points in New York beyond 35 
miles of Albany, and points in Md., Mass., N. J., Ohio, Pa., and 

t, over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Chicago)—-MC 21995, Sub. 1, W. S. Harrington, 
*xtension. Dismissal of application for a permit proposed at 
applicant’s request. Specified commodities in Ill., Colo., Conn., 
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Del., Ind., Ia., Kan., Ky., Md., Mass., Minn., Mo., Neb., N. J., 
N. ¥., Ohio, ta., R. 1, and D. C. 

New Jersey (Cariton)—-MC 21706, Long Island Transporta- 
tion, inc., common carrier. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
ol operations as to general commodities, between New York 
City and points in the New York commercial zone, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Passaic, Bergen, Hudson, 
Essex, Morris, Union, Somerset, Middlesex, Monmouth and 
Ucean counties, N. J. 

lowa (Hamlin)—MC 20435, Sub. 2, Chris Sorenson and 
Carl Sorenson, extension. Certificate proposed. Live stock, be- 
tween, on the one hand, Hamlin, Ia., and points within 15 miles 
thereof, and, on the other hand, Chicago, lll., Kansas City, Kan., 
and Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo.; sand and gravel in quan- 
tities of not less than 10,000 pounds, from Plattsmouth, Neb., 
and points within 8 miles thereof, to Hamlin and points within 
15 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

New York (Astoria)—-MC 696, Sub. 1, Vanportation & 
Warehouse Corp., extension. Certificate proposed. Uncrated 
new furniture, between New York, N. Y., and all points in Ga., 
Ind., Me., and Wis.; and the same commodity between Chicago, 
Ill., and points in Fla., Ga., Me., N. H., N. C., S. C., Vt., and Va. 

lowa (Davenport)—MC 5910, Merchants Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., contract carrier. Certificate proposed, on finding that 
certain operations of applicant were those of a common car- 
rier. General commodities, with exceptions, between designated 
points in Illinois and Iowa, ovér irregular routes. Operations 
by applicant as carrier by motor vehicle of general commodities 
between specified points in Illinois and Iowa commercially a 
part of Davenport, Ia., found to be exempt from provision of 
Part II of the act. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis)-MC 1509, Sub. 38, Northland 
Greyhound Lines, extension. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, express and newspapers, between Madison 
and Baraboo, Wis., serving all intermediate points, except Men- 
dota and Westport. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 3419, Cleveland, Columbus & Cin- 
cinnati Highway, Inc., common carrier. Certificate proposed, on 
further hearing. 28 M. C. C. 305 modified. Continuance of op- 
eration, general commodities, with exceptions, between specified 
points in Ind., Ky., Mich., Ohio, and W. Va. Certificate pro- 
posed authorizing Motor Express, Inc., of Indiana, a successor 
in interest as common carrier, general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Indianapolis, Ind., and Chicago, Ill., over speci- 
fied routes, serving the intermediate point of Lafayette, Ind., 
and all off-route ‘points in Il. and Ind. located within the Chix 
cago, Ill., commercial zone. 

New Jersey (Jersey City)—-MC 44639, Sam Maita, Irving 
Levin & Abe Levin, common carrier. Certificate proposed. 
Garments, cut and uncut goods, trimmings, buttons, clips, clasps, 
and other articles used in the manufacture of garments, between 
New York, N. Y., and. points in Monmouth county, N. J., over 
irregular routes. 


New Jersey (Jersey City)—-MC 78092, Charles Bleich, com- 
mon carrier. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operations 
as to general commodities, between Philadelphia, Pa., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Camden, N. J., and radial service 
between Jersey City, on the one hand, and, on the other, New 
York City, and specified portions of New Jersey. The report 
proposes modification of prior report, 14 M. C. C. 662, and 27 
M. C. C. 9, so as to eliminate therefrom the pick-up and delivery 
service conducted in Philadelphia. 


California (San Francisco)—MC 78786, Sub. 110, Pacific 
Motor Trucking Co., extension. Certificate proposed, with con- 
ditions. Wine, in bulk, in tank trucks, and in containers, to 
specified points between Livermore and Greenville, Calif., and 
specified off-route points. The service is proposed to be limited 
to that which is auxiliary to or supplemental of rail service of 
the Southern Pacific Co. 


New Jersey (Lodi)—-MC 86615, Sub. 1, Salvatore Mignano 
and Jerry Rizzo, extension. Denial of permit proposed for want 
of prosecution. Knitted and woven fabrics, various combination 
yarns, cartons, containers, cases, tubes, reels, and corrugated 
wrapping paper, between Lodi, N. J., and New York, N. Y., over 
regular routes. 


New York (Ballston Spa)—-MC 96490, Ira Marcellus, con- 
tract carrier. Permit proposed. Pulpwood, from specified coun- 
ties in the state of Vermont, to Mechanicville, N. Y., over irreg- 
ular routes. Applicant was of the opinion that the transporta- 
tion, under his contract with a paper mill to cut, peel and de- 
liver pulpwood, was private carriage and, therefore, not subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission. The examiner, the re- 
port said, was of the opinion that the transportation was not a 
mere incident to the business of cutting and peeling logs. 


New York (Astoria, L. I.)—MC 102942, Martin G. Cadasz, 
contract carrier. Denial of permit proposed for want of prose- 
cution. Coal, from points in Schuylkill, Lackawanna, and Lu- 
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zerne counties, Pa., to points in New York state, over irregular 
routes. 

New York (Binghamton)—MC 103598, Robert E. Foley 
Construction Corporation, contract carrier. Denial of permit 
proposed, on finding that applicant’s operations as a carrier by 
motor vehicle of construction material, equipment, and supplies, 
were those of a private carrier. 

New York (Mechanicville)—-MC 103733, Joseph M. Palmer 
and John A. Palmer, extension. Permit proposed. Whey, from 
the City of Mechanicville and Town of Greenfield, N. Y., to all 
points in Mass., N. J., and Pa., over irregular routes. 

Kentucky (Salyersville)—-MC 103844, Sub. 1, L. J. Conley, 
common carrier. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, express, and newspapers, between Jackson, Ky., and 
Logan, W. Va., over regular routes, with service at intermediate 
points. Transportation of mail in same vehicle with passengers 
authorized. 

Pennsylvania (Walnutport)—MC 103850, Vincent Morris, 
common carrier. Denial of certificate proposed. Coal, from 
points in Schuylkill and Carbon counties, Pa., and in Luzerne 
county, Pa., to Palisades Park, N. J., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 

Indiana (Elkhart)—MC 103993, Sub. 2, Morgan Drive- 
Away, Inc., extension. Denial of certificate proposed, with rec- 
ommendation that the Commission consider application as one 
for temporary authority, on finding that large numbers of trail- 
ers and portable bungalows will be moved for the Federal Gov- 
ernment from points in Indiana to various points in the U. S.; 
that return of undercarriages on which such trailers and bunga- 
lows are transported must be returned to Indiana points for 
further use; and that there is a present need, due to the emer- 
gency, for the transportation of the trailers and bungalows in 
secondary movements between various defense projects in the 
U. S. Coach, house, commercial, laboratory, cabin, kitchen, lava- 
tory and bungalow trailers; portable bungalows, and trailer 
undercarriages. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 
wW-595, application of Norfolk, Baltimore and Carolina Line, Inc. 
Applicant asks further hearing. 

1. & S. No. 4646, substitution of cotton in the southwest. L. T. 
Barringer and Co., protestant, asks reconsideration and rehearing. 

No. 17000, Part 7, rate structure investigation, grain, grain prod- 
ucts, within western district. Respondent carriers ask modification of 
third supplemental order of December 7, 1940, as amended by orders 
of October 6, 1941, March 13 and May 29, 1942, to permit continuation 
of rates on barley, corn (not popcorn), oats and products thereof, 
dry and uncooked, scheduled to expire with November 30, for a period 
of six months, or to expire with June 1, 1943. 

No. 28618, T. A. Bryson & Sons vs. P. R. R. et al. Defendants ask 
reconsideration and argument before entire Commission. 

No. 28661, Winters & Crampton Corporation vs. Erie et al. Com- 
plainant asks reopening and reconsideration and modification of find- 
ings. 

1. & S. No. 5061, fresh vegetables from Idaho and Oregon. Re- 
spondents ask argument before and reconsideration by entire Com- 
mission. 

No. 28370, Traffic Bureau of Sioux Falls Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Cc. M. St. P. & P. et al.; No. 28382, Yankton Traffic Bureau vs. Ill. 
Cent. et al., and a subnumber, Mitchell Traffic Bureau vs. Same; and 
No. 28387, Public Utilities Commission of the State of South Dakota 
vs. Same. In separate petitions, Central Illinois District Coal Traffic 
Bureau; and Fifth and Ninth Districts Coal Traffic Bureau and Belle- 
ville Fuels, Inc., ask leave to intervene, rehearing, reconsideration 
and reargument and postponement of effective date of order. 

MC F-1546, Quaker City Bus Co., purchase, Blackhawk Line, Inc. 
Protestant, Silver Dart Lines, Inc., asks reconsideration and setting 
aside of decision and order of October 13. 

1. & S. No. 4815, wrought pipe to the southwest. Certain re- 
spondents ask further postponement of effective date of order until 
February 7, 1943. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13852, Boston & Maine Railroad 
purchase, authorizing purchase by the Boston & Maine Railroad of the 
line of railroad of the Franklin & Tilton Railroad. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13910, New York Central Rail- 
road Company acquisition, authorizing acquisition and operation by 
the New York Central Railroad Co. of a line of railroad in St. Lawrence 
County, N. Y. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13884, Pittsburg & Western Rail- 
road Company Merger, authorizing merger of the properties of the 
Pittsburg & Western Railroad Company and the Pittsburgh Junction 
Railroad Company for ownership, management, and operation. Ap- 
proved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13885, Pittsburgh Junction Railroad 
Co. Bonds, granting authority to issue one refunding and _ general 
mortgage bond in an amount not exceeding $2,240,000 to be delivered 
to the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., or its nominee, and pledged 
under its system mortgages in retirement of matured bonds. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13886, Pittsburg & Western Rail- 
road Co. securities, granting authority (1) to issue (a) one refunding 
and general mortgage bond in an amount not exceeding $13,499,900 to 
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retire certain matured bonds, and (b) $1,940,000 of common capital 
stock, consisting of 38,800 shares of the par value of $50 a share, to be 
exchanged for a like amout of stock of the Pittsburgh Junction Railroaq 
Co.; such bonds and stock to be delivered to the Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Co. or its nominee and pledged under certain mortgages: anq 
(2) to assume obligation and liability in respect of $8,466,500 of Pitts. 
burgh Junction Railroad Co. refunding and general mortgage bonds, 
Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13950, Missouri Pacific Railroag 
Corporation in Nebraska Trustee Acquisition and Operation, authoriz- 
ing acquisition and operation by Guy A. Thompson, trustee of the Mis- 
souri Pacific Railroad Corporation in Nebraska, of a line of railroag 
in Adams County, Neb. Approved. 

Order in F, D. No. 7833, Levisa River Railroad Co., construction, 
further extending the effective date for completion of construction to 
December 31, 1944. Approved. 

Order in F. D. No. 5353, Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., con- 
struction, further extending the effective date for completion of con- 
struction to December 31, 1944. Approved. 


Motor Rail Competitive Minimum 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, by Edgar 
Watkins, Jr., its general counsel, has filed objections to the 
proposal of Examiner McCaslin, made in I. and S. M-1995, 
Cigarettes and Tobacco Between North Carolina Points and 
Philadelphia, that the Commission condemn a minimum of 
36,000 pounds on cigarettes and tobacco and order the estab- 
lishment of a minimum of 20,000 pounds in place thereof. The 
conference contends the proposed finding of unreasonableness 
—— the higher minimum would be contrary to the law and 
the facts. 


In the schedules under suspension the carriers published 
a rate of 72 cents on a minimum of 36,000 pounds, from Dur- 
ham and Winston-Salem, N. C., and Philadelphia and Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. The examiner said the Commission should find the 
rate unjust and unreasonable to the extent they were subject 
to a minimum of 36,000 pounds and that a minimum of 20,000 
pounds would be just and reasonable. The conference said the 
rates and minimum were established to meet rail rates and 
minimum, and that the testimony showed that motor carriers 
had handled such loads. 


The conference objected to a declaration of the examiner 
that while the record was meager, the evidence established defi- 
nitely that by reason of weight restrictions of states through 
which this traffic would move, and the capacity of the equip- 
ment ordinarily used, volumes as great as 36,000 pounds could 
not be transported in a single vehicle. By reason of that decla- 
ration, the conference declared the examiner was proposing to 
establish minimum weights on the restrictive weight laws of 
the various states, which would be contrary to law and would 
create discriminations and confusion in the rate structure of 
the country. 


Exception was taken by the conference to the examiner 
quoting from the decision of the Commission in the case per- 
taining to rugs and mattings from the east to western trunk 
line territory, 31 M. C. C. 193, because, apparently the exam- 
iner was following a declaration of policy made therein, when, 
as a matter of law, “the Commission has no jurisdiction to 
establish any policy, but must decide each case on its merits.” 
In addition, the conference points out, the rug case has been 
taken to the federal court for the southern district of New 
York, for review. The conference also points out that in pro- 
posing the 36,000-pound minimum, it was seeking to prevent 
a rate war as shown in the arguments in this case before the 
entire Commission. 





COMPLAINTS ON FREIGHT DIVISIONS 


_ Opposing a motion by the New York, Chicago & St. Louis 
Railroad Co. that the complaint be dismissed and a reference 
in a supplement to the motion pertaining to two suits pend- 
ing in the common pleas court of Cuyahoga county, O., the 
complainant in No. 28870, Thomas L. Little vs. the New York, 
Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. et al., has filed a brief with 
the Commission. 

The complainant’s brief says that counsel for the Nickel 
Plate protests against the production and inspection of rec- 
ords as a prodigious and prohibitive task (see Traffic World, 
September 19, p. 653). The complainant avers that the ex- 
amination of the pertinent carload waybills at the Euclid local 
station could be made by one man within three weeks. 

“The two suits pending in the common pleas court of 
Cuyahoga county, Ohio,” avers the complainant, “are brought 
on behalf of the New York, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. 
by this stockholder in as much as said railroad company Tre- 
fused to institute them upon demand. The jurisdiction of this 
honorable Commission cannot be superseded by the court and 
the issues in said causes will be determined by the court. 
Reference to the same therefor in supplement is irrelevant.” 
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Suspended Tariffs 


- Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules aot reproduced here. Details of such orders are published im 
The Datly Trafic World and Rulletin and The Trafic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-2122, the Commission has suspended from 
October 23 until May 23 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in 2nd revised page 135 and 3rd revised page 156 to 
tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 8 of Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, Inc., 
agent, Portland, Ore. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish increased rates on bags, bagging, and related articles, 
between Seattle or Tacoma, Wash., and Astoria, Ore., also on 
ale, beer, porter or stout, between Seattle or Tacoma or Olym- 
pia, Wash., and Astoria. To illustrate, it is proposed to in- 
crease rates on bags between Seattle and Astoria from 56, 47 
and 39 cents a hundred pounds, to rates of 60, 55 and 50 cents 
a hundred pounds, in less-truckloads and minima 20,000 and 
30,000 pounds, respectively. 

In I. and S. M-2123, the Commission has suspended from 
October 24 until May 24 the operation of tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 11 of Charles Warren Falwell, Jr., Lynchburg, Va. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish a new joint com- 
modity rate of 65 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds, 
on unfinished cotton piece goods, from Lynchburg, Va., to North 
Adams, Mass., in lieu of present higher class rates. 

In I. and S. M-2124, the Commission has suspended from 
October 26 until May 26 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 12 of Roland C. Ames, 
North Haverhill, N. H. The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish a rate of 29 cents a 100 a 100 pounds, minimum 2,000 
pounds, on ice cream mix, evaporated milk and condensed 
milk, in jugs, between Bradford, Vt., and 11 Massachusetts 
points, including Boston; also a rate of 26% cents a 100 pounds, 
minimum 2,000 pounds, on milk and cream, in jugs, between 
Bradford and Barnet, Vt., and the same Massuchusetts points. 
The proposed rates include the return of the empty containers. 

In I. and S. No. M-2125, the Commission has suspended 
from October 29, 1942, until May 29, 1943, the operation of 
certain schedules as published in Schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 9 
of Frank W. Hager, doing business as F. W. Hager, Bellevue, 
0. The suspended schedules propose to reduce the minimum 
weight from 15,000 to 5,200 pounds on various commodities 
between Bellevue, Fremont or Sandusky, O., and 35 points in 
Pennsylvania; and _ to establish new rates on fruits and vege- 
tables, minimum 5,200 pounds, from Bellevue, Oak Harbor, 
and Sandusky, O., to the above and other Pennsylvania points; 
also a rule providing for the acceptance and transportation of 
C. O. D. shipments in the states of Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, 
Ohio and Pennsylvania, without additional charge. 


Western Coal Rate Application 


_ The Union Pacific, in an answer to the petition of the Bur- 
lington and other railroads, for the institution by the Commis- 
sion of a coal rate investigation covering rates from mines in 
Colorado, Utah and Wyoming, and from the Raton group in 
New Mexico, to Kansas and Nebraska, asserts there is no valid 
reason for such action by the Commission. It adds that the en- 
tire adjustment from the producing districts referred to in the 
petition, to the destination territory covered thereby, including 
he related rates from the midwest and Illinois producing fields 
and related districts, had been prescribed or approved by the 
Commission in a series of cases over a long period of years. 
The Union Pacific added that the petition stated no fact show- 
Ing any change of condition which would justify a general in- 
vestigation by the Commission at this time. 

“The conditions now existing because of the war, and the 
tremendous burden which rests upon the railroads as a result 
thereof, should preclude the instituting of such investigations as 
1s proposed by these petitioners,” said the Union Pacific. “How- 
ever, if the Commission should consider that such an investiga- 
tion should be undertaken, it must be entirely obvious that the 


Investigation cannot be restricted and limited as proposed by 
the petitioners.” 


The objecting carrier said it would be noted that the west- 
€rn producers had not as yet indicated any desire for a general 
Investigation of the rates from their district, or the freezing of 
their rates, but had only filed counter-complaints to protect 
their interests which, apparently, the Union Pacific said was 
the only action they deemed necessary. They most certainly 
0 not want their rates frozen by a minimum rate order which 
Would prevent their competing with the only market open to 
them, says the Union Pacific. 

The Southern Wyoming Coal Operators Association has 
asked the Commission to deny the petition of the western rail- 


1029 


roads for a general investigation of rates on coal from mines 
in Colorado, Utah and Wyoming, and from the Raton group in 
New Mexico, into Kansas, Nebraska and South Dakota. The 
association also objects to a joinder of formal complaint, in- 
volving these rates. They are No. 28834 Southern Wyoming 
Coal Operators Association vs. C. B. & Q. R. Co. et al.; No. 
28880, Hayden Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; No. 28887, 
Northern Colorado Coals, Inc., vs. Santa Fe; and No. 28885, 
Sheriday-Wyoming Coal Co., Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. R. et al. The 
association formally requests that its complaint be assigned, 
instanter, and tried on its separate merits. The association said 
it respectfully represented that, for the Commission to fail or 
refuse to accord it a separate and prompt trial and decision, 
on the merits, would amount to and constitute a denial of due 
process. It suggested that that would also be the consequence 
of the consolidation of the various complaints. 

The association asserts that, as it views the matter, it is 
asking no more than that it be accorded elementary fairness, 
and be permitted to obtain a trial of its complaint on the merits 
thereof, in the usual and normal manner. If there is anything 
fair or equitable in compelling a litigant, who has filed a lim- 
ited complaint, in order to get a decision thereon, to expend 
thousands of dollars in defending or participating in a wide- 
spread investigation, the association says it fails to perceive it. 


Minimum Motor Rates Stayed 


The Commission, by division 2, has further postponed 
from Nov. 2, 1942, to Nov. 1, 1943, the effective date of orders 
in cases in which it has prescribed minimum rates for carriers 
by motor vehicles. The rates so prescribed, and now stayed, 
are in Ex Parte MC-20, Trunk Line Territory Motor Carrier 
Rates, Ex Parte MC-21, Central Territory Motor Carrier Rates, 
Ex Parte MC-22, New England Motor Carrier Rates, and Ex 
Parte MC-23, Midwestern Motor Carrier Rates. 

This postponement is believed to be result of answers 
made to a show-cause order, issued by the Commission, dated 
March 23, 1942, as to why the effectiveness of the orders 
should not be suspended. 

One of the ideas back of that show-cause order was that 
the principal reason for the issuance of the minimum rate 
orders, that is, destructive rate cutting, had disappeared. The 
conclusion following that was, that the carriers might be left 
to make changes in their rates as the necessities of each case 
arose without much probability of such changes resulting in 
destructive rate cutting. 

In its response to the show-cause order, the National 
Industrial Traffic League agreed with the implications on which 
the Commission had founded its show-cause order, namely, 
that the danger of destructive rate cutting had largely, if not 
wholly, disappeared. The League agreed with the idea that 
the orders should be suspended, except as to the order in 
Ex Parte MC-22, New England Motor Carrier Rates. It was 
doubtful about the ability of New England carriers to curb 
the inclination of some of their number to make destructive 
changes. The League suggested that the Commission retain 
its hold on the New England situation and take whatever 
further steps might be necessary to bring it into a more nearly 
static condition, which seemed probable would be the fact 
were the carriers left to their own devices. 


Price Control and Transportation 


Price Administrator Henderson, in an announcement about 
plans of the Office of Price Administration to issue a general 
regulation defining the character of notice and information that 
common carriers must file with the O. P. A. when seeking 
rate increases, said that all common carriers were required to 
comply with the statutory provisions of the new price stabili- 
zation act by filing official notice of any proposed general rate 
increase with O. P. A. and that each notice should contain a 
complete explanation or the basis for the requested increase. 

“Such notice should be given O. P. A. before the entry 
of any order by a regulatory agency which authorizes an 
increase in rates above those in effect September 15, 1942,” 
he said. “This applies to federal, state and local agencies which 
have jurisdiction over common carrier or public utility rates.” 

At the O. P. A. transportation and public utilities division, 
headed by Robert A. Nixon, it was stated that the general 
regulation referred to by Mr. Henderson was being prepared by 
the legal section of the division. The regulation, it was stated, 
would appear in the Federal Register and would include the 
O. P. A. definition of the term “general rate increase” and 
prescription of a form for use by carriers in giving notice of 
proposed increases to the O. P. A. Many notices already had 
been received, an O. P. A. spokesman said. 

The “routine” of handling rate increase notices in the 
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O. P. A., it was said, would include study by the rate section 
and legal section of the transportation and_ utilities division, 
and examination by O. P. A. industry price sections with 
a view to determining the effect of the proposed increases on 
the price ceilings established by the O. P. A. for the com- 
modities involved. ; ; 

Approval or rejection of rate increase proposals continues 
to rest with the government agencies presently having juris- 
diction over such matters—the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion in the case of any proposal to increase interstate rates of 
common carriers. The price stabilization act, with respect to 
its effect on activities of the O. P. A. in connection with rate 
cases before the Commission, has brought about no marked 
change in such activities of the price control agency, except for 
making provision for more time and greater convenience for 
the O. P. A. in obtaining information about rate boost pro- 
posals and in preparing its arguments in opposition to such of 
the proposals as it regards as harmful to the price control 
program. It was indicated at the O. P. A. transportation and 
public utilities division that the work assigned to it under the 
price stabilization act and the President’s executive order 
issued pursuant to that legislation (see Traffic World, October 
10, p. 853) would require little, if any, increase in the division’s 
staff. 

John H. Eisenhardt, Jr., is the O. P. A. chief of transporta- 
tion and Dewey C. Wayne is the associate chief of transpor- 
tation. 

The Commission, by Chairman Aitchison, has issued special 
permission M-34800, to enable all common carriers of passen- 
gers to postpone effective dates of increased fares and charges 
to comply with the provisions of the price and wage stabiliza- 
tion act, requiring 30 days’ notice of general increases in rates. 
Special permission M-34794 grants similar authority for all 
motor freight carriers. 


New York L. C. L. Lighterage 


W. L. Thornton, Jr., manager, Port Authority of New 
York, appearing on behalf of the authority and the Shippers’ 
Conference of Greater New York, at a hearing before the 
Trunk Line Committee in New York October 28, opposed can- 
cellation of Rule A-42 of Curlett’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-720, the 
effect of which would be to abolish free lighterage on less- 
carload freight in the New York harbor area. Mr. Thornton 
said there was no pressing need for the cancellation, that the 
difficulties now encountered could be overcome through co- 
operation by large shippers and government agencies in the 
concentration of shipments for lighterage to the same vessels, by 
the substitution of reciprocal rail switching arrangements where 
rails reached dockside at New Jersey waterfront points, by 
greater attention by the railroads to arrangements for loads 
tor lighters in both directions, by the establishment of a cen- 
tral agency for the chartering and allocation of private light- 
ers, and by joint use of terminal facilities. 

W. L. O'Neil, chairman of the Trunk Line Association, 
presided at the hearing. All the testimony was in opposition 
to the cancellation. Others who testified were: 


A. L. Petersen, vice president of the War Forwarding Co.; W. H. 
Gantt, assistant traffic manager, Bethlehem Steel Co.; A. J. Kelly, 
chairman, export and import traffic committee, National Industrial 
Traffic League; J. Sinclair, chairman, Transatlantic Association Freight 
Conference; J. D. Masters, assistant to the general traffic manager, 
Lockheed Aircraft Corporation; E. L. Stephens, traffic department, 
Northrop Aircraft Co., Hawthorn, Cal.; G. E. Mace, manager of the 
transportation bureau, Commerce and Industry Association of New 
York; Alfred H. Banks, traffic manager, Georgia Bell Aircraft Co., 


Atlanta; Vincent M. Smith, executive, Aircraft Traffic Association, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 


SUMMIT FAST FREIGHT OPERATION 


At the request of the U. S. District Court for the northern 
district of Ohio, eastern division, the Commission, by Commis- 
sioner Porter, has further modified its order denying appli- 
cant’s application in MC 68715, Summit Fast Freight, Inc., 
Common Carrier Application, so as to make such denial order 
become effective December 15 instead of October 15. 


LIVE STOCK TO AND FROM THE SOUTH 


The Commission has extended for one month the effec- 
tive date of its orders of August 11, 1942, in I. and S. No. 4779, 
Live Stock to and from the South, and cases joined therewith, 
so far as they require the establishment of rates, rules, reg- 
ulations and practices as outlined in the Commission’s report 
on or before December 1, 1942, on 30 days’ notice. The ex- 
tended date is January 1, 1943, on 30 days’ notice. The Com- 
mission also has extended to October 31 the time for filing 
petitions for reconsideration or further hearing. Petitions were 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


filed by the carriers in official and southern territories and by 
the complaining Ohio River markets asking postponement of 
the effective date of the orders and an extension of time in 
which to file a petition for reconsideration and further hearing. 


Consolidated Carload Unloading 


The Evaporated Milk Association, Chicago, Ill., and Car- 
nation Company, Oconomowoc, Wis., have asked the Commis- 
sion to suspend exception 8 of Rule 51 of the Consolidated 
Freight Classification, prohibiting the application of stop-off 
privileges to carloads of freight consolidated under O. D. T. 
General Order No. 18, dated to be effective November 1. The 
association said it understood the railroads interpreted the 
order as compelling the act they have proposed taking in the 
publication indicated. 

Possibly, said the association, a specified part of the rule 
did not require the establishment of new stop-off privileges 
for partial unloading of consolidated shipments. But it said 
did treat each such consignment as though it were shipped in 
a separate car. In addition, it observed, another part of the 
rule provided that “nothing in this section, 500.25 shall be 
construed as limiting or restricting the number of stop-off 
privileges presently authorized and provided for in the rail 
carrier tariffs,” etc. : ! 

Therefore, said the association, it believed that present 
stop-off privileges, as published in carrier tariffs, could and 
should be continued in effect on carloads consolidated under 
the provisions of General Order No. 18. am 

In its request for suspension, Carnation Company said it 
was compelled, in the course of its business, to use stopping 
in transit privileges for partial unloading of carloads of evapo- 
rated milk, and that the privilege of partial unloading, to the 
extent of three stops generally, was universal throughout. the 
country with the exception of a few sections where it was not 
used. It added there was a substantial volume of business 
handled on partial unloading privileges. It further declared 
that most of the towns where carloads were now stopped for 
partial unloading were of insufficient size to warrant buying in 
carload quantities. For example, it said, some of these towns 
purchased annually such quantities of milk as 800 cases rang- 
ing up to 2,000 cases, which quantities if purchased at one 
time would remain on the shelves a sufficient time to dete- 
riorate in quality. It asserted the prohibition against partial 
unloadings in transit was a direct discrimination against the 
smaller business man who could not buy in carload quantities, 
at a time when, due to war conditions, the supply of milk in 
many communities is diminishing. 


NEGRO PASSENGER CASE 


Eighteen Negro citizens are parties to a complaint to the 
Commission, No. 28898, Clarence Brown et al. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad Co., charging undue discrimination. Adcresses 
of complainants were not given. The complaint was filed by 
William L. Standard, New York, as attorney, and alleges that 
complainants were segregated, and that service of breakfast 
and dinner were refused them, although the complaint recited 
that they were traveling as first class Pullman passengers from 
Tampa, Fla., to New York. They left Tampa, the complaint 
said, in the course of the evening of June 29, 1942, and arrived 
in New York City on the morning of July 1. 


TRUCKER ASKS INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 


In civil action No. 274, Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., 
as a successor in interest to Earl H. Daniel, doing business as 
Owl Transportation Lines vs. United States and Interstate 
Commerce Commission, asks the federal court for the district 
of Delaware to enjoin the enforcement of the Commission’s 
order in MC-1673, Earle H. Daniel Common Carrier Applica- 
tion. In that proceeding the Commission denied operating 
authority to Daniel on the ground that there was no docu- 
mentary evidence of operation by Daniel in a specified period. 
The interruption was said to have lasted about four weeks. 
The plaintiff points to testimony to the contrary, as it says, 
in the record of the proceeding in which authority was denied, 
to show there was no interruption. The plaintiff’s principal 
office is at Wilmington, Del. ; 

The petition is a detailed account of transfer of operating 
rights and proceedings in the courts, terminating in the allega- 
tion that the denial of authority constituted the taking of prop- 
erty without due process of law in violation of the Constitution 
and the laws of the United States. 


W. S. A. RATE ORDER 
The War Shipping Administration has issued rate order 
No. 127 prescribing the maximum rate and surcharge on coke 
in bulk from U. S. Gulf ports to Havana, Cuba, as to which 
it will concur under the provisions of the ship warrants act. 
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Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1942, by West Publishing Company.) 





(District Court, S. D. New York.) An arrangement 
whereby ship owner undertook to carry a cargo to be provided 
by charterer on a designated voyage was a “contract of 
affreightment.” 

In absence of an express modification, there is an absolute 
implied warranty of seaworthiness. , 

Under parol evidence rule, when a contract by its terms 
imports a complete legal obligation with no uncertainty as to 
object or extent of engagement, it is, in absence of fraud, 
accident or mistake, conclusively to be presumed that the 
entire agreement of the parties is stated in it. 

In proceeding by barge owner for exoneration from or 
limitation of liability for loss of cargo as result of sinking of 
barge, where it appeared that there was a written contract for 
the carriage, owner would not be allowed to introduce parol 
evidence of a modification of the implied warranty of sea- 
worthiness. 

The test for “seaworthiness” is whether vessel is reason- 
ably fit to carry cargo which he has undertaken to transport. 

A barge owner acting as a private carrier was only a 
“bailee” of cargo and burden rests upon bailor, seeking to 
recover for loss of cargo, to prove some breach of duty by 
bailee other than his mere failure to return cargo. ; 

Evidence established that if breaking of hatch covers by 
action of sea was cause of barge sinking, barge was “unsea- 
worthy” in respect to covers when voyage began, so that barge 
owner was entitled to neither exoneration from nor limitation 
of liability for loss of cargo. 

Evidence failed to establish negligence on part of operator 
of tug in his choice of a port of refuge upon being apprised of 
leaking condition of a barge which tug had under tow, and, 
hence, tug owner was exonerated of all liability for loss of 
cargo on barge. (The Commerce, 46 Fed. Supp. 360.) 





(Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit.) If shipowner’s 
warranty of seaworthiness was a personal undertaking, its 
breach created a liability which owner could not limit. 

Where shipowner stipulated for a release from usual war- 
ranty of seaworthiness, burden was upon owner to prove that 
he had fulfilled conditions on which such release depended. 

Generally, shipper in order to recover from shipowner for 
loss of cargo on ground of breach of warranty of seaworthiness, 
must prove that loss results from breach of warranty. 

Where shipper made its proof that barge foundered as 
result of failure of one of two parts of barge, and that, which- 
ever was cause of loss of cargo carried by barge, the loss 
resulted from breach of warranty of seaworthiness, owner’s 
proof of due diligence as to one of the two parts which failed. 
without showing that loss was not occasioned by failure of 
that part as to which he had not succeeded in releasing him- 
self, was insufficient to release owner from liability for loss 
of cargo. (New England S. S. Co. v. Howard, 130 Fed. 
Rep. 2d 354.) 


RAIL REORGANIZATION FEES 


The Supreme Court of the United States, October 26, in 
Nos. 387 and 388, Reconstruction Finance Corporation vs. 
Bankers Trust Co., trustee, granted a petition for a writ of 
certiorari to the U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals, eighth circuit. 
Which upheld a district court decision that a bankruptcy court 
had jurisdiction to make an allowance to an indenture trustee 
without prior reference to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion for the setting of a maximum in accordance with the 
provisions of section 77 (c) (12) of the federal bankruptcy act. 





VIRGINIA BUS LINE DISPUTE 

The Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., of Charlottesville, Va., has 
asked the federal court for the western district of Virginia to 
enioin the enforcement of the Commission’s decision in MC-F- 
1623, Carolina Coach Co. of Virginia-Purchase-Richmond-Grey- 
hound Lines. Inc., and MC-F-.635, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc. 
The plaintiff was so dissatisfied with the action of the Com- 
Mission that it characterized one statement as marking “the 
culminating point in a continuous demonstration that, in approv- 
ing a transaction which does not provide for effective bus com- 
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petition with Greyhound companies in the Norfolk area and 
at the same time disapproving a transaction which does provide 
for such competition, the Commission acted in a manner so 
arbitrary and capricious as to transcend the authority with 
which it is vested by law and to deprive the plaintiff herein 
of valuable property without due process of law.” 

In the order under attack the Commission authorized pur- 
chase by Carolina Coach Co. of operating rights previously 
held by Peninsula Transit Corporation between specified points 
and denied the joint application of Richmand-Greyhound Lines 
and Virginia Stage Lines for purchase by Virginia Stage Lines, 
Inc., of the same operating rights. 


TENNESSEE MOTOR TAX UPHELD 

A decision of the Supreme Court of Tennessee upholding 
provisions of the Tennessee motor carrier act imposing a fee 
on interstate carriers for inspection, control and supervision 
purposes was left undisturbed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States October 26. In No. 406, Southeastern Greyhound 
Lines et al. vs. G. F. McCandless et al., in which the fee was 
attacked, the court granted a motion to dismiss and dismissed 
the appeal for want of a substantial federal question. 

The suit was brought to recover sums paid under protest 
for permits required by the state law. The Supreme Court of 
Tennessee held that the act did not encroach on the field ex- 
clusively occupied by the Interstate Commerce Commission and 


the federal motor carrier act and that appellants did not show 
that the fee was excessive. 


Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commie 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations o, 
motor carrier provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com- 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appear helow.) 


; Northern Ohio district, at Cleveland, Arthur J. Herron, do- 
ing business as A. J. Herron Transfer. of Salem, O.. was fined 
$1,000 and costs of $24.59 October 20 on a plea of guilty to 
transporting property as a common carrier without authority 
and without rates and charges on file with the Commission for 
such transportation. The fines and costs were required to be 
paid. Imposition of sentence on certain counts of the informa- 
tion was suspended for two years conditioned on defendant’s 
full compliance with part II of the act and the rules and regu- 
lations issued by the Commission. 

Northern Texas district, at San Angelo, John Donham, of 
San Angelo, was fined $380 October 19 on a plea of guilty to 
transporting property as a common carrier without requisite 
authority, without rates and charges on file, without evidence 
of approved security for the protection of the public on file with 
the Commission as required by the Commission’s insurance 
rules and regulations, and with fraudulently seeking to evade 
regulation for motor carriers. The fine was ordered paid. 

Eastern North Carolina district, at Wilson. Samuel F. 
Ware, doing business as S. F. Ware & Co.. Goldsboro, N. C., 
was fined $1,800 October 19 following conviction after trial to 
violations of the motor carrier act. Defendant, a shipper, was 
charged with soliciting, accepting, and receiving concessions on 
shipments of flour transported from points in Maryland and 
Pennsylvania to points in North Carolina by Clay’s Transfer 
Co., of Rocky Mount, N. C., a motor common carrier. Defendant 
entered a plea of not guilty and waived a trial by jury. Of the 
total fine. the court ordered payment of $500 within 30 days, 
suspended the remaining amount of $1,300, and placed defend- 
ant on probation for 18 months. 

_ Northern Texas district, at San Angelo. Olen W. Evans, 
doing business as O. W. Evans Brokerage Co., of San Angelo, 
Tex., and H. G. Wendland, doing business as Wendland Manu- 
facturing Co., also of San Angelo, were fined a total of $420 
October 19 on pleas of guilty to informations charging Evans 
with transporting as a contract carrier without authority, with- 
out minimum rates, and without having evidence of approved 
security for the protection of the public as required by the Com- 
mission’s insurance rules and regulations, and charging Wend- 
land, a shipper, with aiding and abetting Evans in the commis- 
sion of the violations. Evans and Wendland also were jointly 
charged with fraudulently seeking to evade regulation provided 
for motor carriers. Each were required to pay $210. 

Oregon district, at Portland. Arthur Dillon, of Portland. 
Ore., and Wallace Truax, of Albany, Ore., were fined $16,500 
on separate pleas of guilty to three informations charging vio- 
lations of the motor carrier act. In one information, Dillon was 
charged with having falsified freight bills and with offering, 
granting and giving rate rebates. He was fined $3,000, of which 
he was required to pay $60, the remainder being suspended 
for a probationary period of 6 months. In another information 
Dillon was charged with operating as a common carrier with- 
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out authority. He was fined $2,500 of which he was required 
to pay $300. The remainder of the fine was suspended for a pro- 
bationary period of 6 months. In a third information Truax, a 
shipper, was charged with having solicited, accepted, and re- 
ceived rate rebates from Dillon on shipments transported for 
him. He was fined a total of $11,000, of which $500 was re- 
quired to be paid, the remainder being suspended for an in- 
definite period. A case against Independent Petroleum Co. has 
not been disposed of. 


Maryland district, at Baltimore. Wallace M. Ruark, of 
Hurlock, Md., was fined $1,800 on his plea of guilty to oper- 


_ ating as a common carrier for compensation without having on 


file with the Commission and in effect, security for the protec- 
tion of the public in accordance with the rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Commission. The fine was required to be 
paid. On June 20, 1940, at Philadelphia, said the Commission, 
Ruark was fined $1,000 for granting rate concessions and for 
failing to have tariffs on file with the Commission. 


COMPTROLLER GENERAL RULING 


The General Accounting Office has issued the following 
synopsis of a Comptroller General decision relating to trans- 
portation: 


B-28543. Shipment Home of Civilian Clothing of Selectees, Etc.— 
Transportation Procedure. 

If an appropriation is available for shipping home the civilian cloth- 
ing of selectees and certain other personnel at government expense, the 
procedure proposed is approved whereby the War Department will not 
issue government bills of lading but will make the shipments by pre- 
paid express, provided the provision authorizing shipment, with articles 
authorized to be shipped at government expense, of other articles at 
the expense of the shipper be either eliminated or clarified to permit of 
accurate verification of the government’s share of the transportation 
charges; and provided the carrier be required to support its bills with 
consignees’ receipts for delivery of shipments at destination. 


SHARE EXPENSE MOTOR TRAVEL 


A special three-judge federal court at Chicage has, in a 
memorandum order, dismissed Civil No. 4605, T. A. Drake, et 
al., vs. the Commission and the United States, in which Texas 
and California travel bureaus seek an injunction enjoining en- 
forcement of the Commission’s order in Ex Parte MC 35, exemp- 
tion of casual, occasional, or reciprocal transportation of 
passengers by motor vehicle (see Traffic World, Sept. 26, p. 
721). The bureaus complained that the Commission’s order, 
which requires motor travelers to obtain certificates from the 
Commission before seeking aid from travel bureaus, was preju- 
dicial to the constitutional rights of the bureaus and preferential 
to similar motor travellers who transported passengers without 
seeking bureau assistance in obtaining share-expense passengers. 
Sherman Minton, of the appellate court, and M. L. Igoe and 
W. H. Holly, of the district court, issued the order. 


Air Express Contracts Inquiry 


Ramifications of an investigation by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board into air express contracts between the Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., on the one hand, and 19 airlines, on the other, 
have been extended to include, as a party to the inquiry, the 
American Trucking Associations, Inc., as the board has granted 
the A. T. A. permission to intervene (see Traffic World, Octo- 
ber 24, p. 965). Previously, the board had permitted the anti- 
trust division of the Department of Justice to intervene in the 
proceeding. 

Airlines involved in the case, No. 325, are: All American 
Aviation, Inc.; American Airlines, Inc.; Braniff Airways, Inc.; 
Chicago & Southern Air Lines, Inc.; Colonial Airlines, Inc.; 
Continental Airlines, Inc.; Delta Air Corporation; Eastern Air 
Lines, Inc.; Inland Air Lines, Inc.; Mid-Continent Air Lines, 
Inc.; National Airlines, Inc.; Northeast Airlines, Inc.; North- 
west Airlines, Inc.; Pan American Airways, Inc.; Pennsylvania- 
Central Airlines Corporation; Trans-Canada Air Lines; Trans- 
continental & Western Air, Inc.; United Air Lines Transport 
Corporation, and Western Air Lines, Inc. 

A statement by the board said that its investigation 
embraced the following questions: 


Are the existing contracts adverse to the public interest because 
ownership of the Railway Express Agency by railroads, chief competi- 
tors of air carriers, results in control of the air express business by 
such railroads through the agency, with the results (among others) 
that advertising, solicitation and promotion of business by the Railway 
Express Agency is not being undertaken in such a way as to promote 
the growth and development of the air express business? 

Are the contracts adverse to the public interest in that the agency 
is prevented from extending service in accord with public demand or 
its own desires by provisions of the contracts preventing extension of 
service by the Railway Express Agency to competing air carriers ex- 
cept under conditions under the control of the contracting air carrier? 
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In its order permitting intervention by the A. T. A., the 
board said that the petitioner had alleged in its petition ‘mat- 
ters indicating that it is a person entitled to become a party 
to such proceeding.” 


Refusal to Delay Air Route Case 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has denied a petition of the 
Kansas City Transport Co., Inc., and the Kansas City Southern 
Railway Co., interveners in a consolidated proceeding involy- 
ing applications of five airlines for authority to institute air 
service between specified points in Texas and Louisiana, after 
consideration of the petitioners’ request for suspension of fur- 
ther proceedings in the matter until after the war, for reopening 
of the record in the case for further hearing after the war, and 
for consolidation of the petitioners’ application in No. 659 with 
the previously consolidated applications here considered, prior 
to such further hearing. 

The proceeding embraces docket Nos. 411, 554, 571, 577 and 
578, applications of National Airlines, Inc., Braniff Airways, 
Inc., Eastern Air Lines, Inc., and Chicago & Southern Air Lines, 
Inc., for authority to transport persons, property and mail be- 
tween New Orleans, La., and Dallas and Fort Worth, Tex., and 
the application of Delta Air Corporation for authority to con- 
duct such operations between Shreveport and New Orleans, La. 

The Kansas City Southern companies, in their petition, re- 
ferred to a petition for suspension of further proceedings filed 
by the Chicago & Southern Air Lines and said they adopted the 
statements by the latter to the effect that it had entered into 
contracts for transportation of army cargo, that it was can- 
verting and modifying military aircraft, that over 75 per cent 
of its activities were connected with the war effort, that com- 
mercial operators now were on a wartime basis and were per- 
mitted to operate only such routes as were approved by the 
military director of civil aviation, and that aircraft for use in 
connection with new routes would not be available, by order 
of the War Department, until after the war. The Kansas City 
Southern companies said their application in No. 659 involved 
a route coincidental in part with certain routes involved in the 
consolidated proceedings. It averred that disposition of the 
present proceedings on the present record without amplifica- 
tion after the war would deny the petitioners due process of law. 


WAR AFFECTS AUGUST AIR EXPRESS 

Total weight of air express shipments in August of this 
year set a new record for the fifteen years the service has 
been in existence, according to the air express division of the 
Railway Express Agency. The weight was 2,048,085 pounds, 
81.1 per cent higher than in August, 1941. The number of 
shipments for the month totalled 116,257, or 4.4 per cent over 
August, 1941, indicating that the average weight for each ship- 
ment had greatly increased. This “reflected the increased use 
of air express to speed vital war materials,” the agency said. 


MANPOWER REQUIREMENTS 

Carl J. Goff, of Cleveland, O., assistant president of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, has been 
made vice chairman of the labor requirements committee of 
the War Production Board. The chairman is Ferdinand Eber- 
stadt, vice chairman of the W. P. B. on program determination. 
In announcing formation of the committee Chairman Nelson, of 
the W. P. B., said the committee would recommend to the War 
Manpower Commission the relative importance of various 
types of labor in production centers throughout the nation. 
Representatives of ten government agencies are on the commit- 
tee, including Edwin M. Fitch, assistant director, O. D. T. 
division of transport personnel, and Daniel S. Ring, director, 
division of maritime personnel of the Maritime Commission. 
Mr. Goff also will serve on the staff of the Office of Program 
Determination as its advisor on labor requirements in the ca- 
pacity of chief of its labor requirements branch. 

A. F. Whitney, president of the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, protested to Chairman McNutt of the War Man- 
power Commission against proposals for drafting manpower in 
war industries. At the commission it was stated that it was 
believed Mr. Whitney’s telegram had been prompted by 4 
misunderstanding of the proposals made by Mr. McNutt. It 
was added that these proposals had been under consideration 
for several weeks by the labor-management committee of the 
commission, and that Mr. Whitney himself was represented on 
that committee by Martin Miller, legislative representative of 
the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. Mr. Whitney said 
in his protest that the proposals would break down confidence 
in government, destroy morale, and dangerously slow down 
war production. He said there were many unemployed rail- 
roaders who would return to work if they had the opportunity 
to do so. He said he was able to furnish 600 names recently 
when the Santa Fe asked for 125 men. 
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October 31, 1942 


T. P. & W. Case 


The closing days of this week saw the Toledo, Peoria, and 
Western Railroad still in the hands of the government, with 
George P. McNear, Jr., its president, refusing to take it back 
under the conditions imposed and still making alternative 
proposals to the War Labor Board. 

Government operation of the road for the duration of the 
war would be recommended by it because McNear had refused 
to accept and comply with the board’s decision approving rates 
of pay and working rules established on the T. P. & W. by 
Director Eastman, of the Office of Defense Transportation, the 
poard wired Mr. McNear late October 23. The board made the 
telegram public the afternoon of October 24. Signed by Wayne 
L. Morse, public representative on the board, the telegram was 
as follows: 


The National War Labor Board has considered your telegram of 
October 17 and again by unanimous vote denies your request for a 
rehearing on the Toledo. Peoria and Western Railroad Case. The 
record is perfectly clear that Judge Hilliard was instructed to render 
a decision subject to a review by the War Labor Board. Your refusal 
to participate in the arbitration proceeding before Judge Hilliard does 
not entitle you at this date to a rehearing of the issues in view of 
the fact that the board is satisfied that its directive order of September 
93, 1942, is a fair and just settlement of the controversy. Your refusal 
to accept and comply with the board’s directive order within ten days 
of the date of the issuance thereof leaves the board with no other 
choice but to recommend to the director of the Office of Defense ‘Trans- 
portation that the operation and control of the Toledo, Peoria and 
Western Railroad remain under governmental control for the duration 
of the war. A recommendation to that effect is now being prepared. 


Though the board’s order was dated September 23 it 
was not issued until October 9. 

In his telegram of October 17, referred to in the board’s 
wire, Mr. McNear replied to the board’s message denying him 
a hearing. He submitted justification, as he saw it, for his re- 
fusal to appear before Judge Hilliard, the arbitrator selected by 
the board. He asserted that the facts were that Board Chair- 
man Davis had informed him that Judge Hilliard’s decision 
would be final. If he had participated, said Mr. McNear, he 
would have been bound by Judge Hilliard’s decision. Mr. Mc- 
Near’s protest went to the point that Mr. Morse had informed 
him that the board would have reviewed the case on the record 
made before Judge Hilliard. Continuing, Mr. McNear in his 
telegram to Mr. Morse said: 


The discrepancy between your present statement and that of 
Chairman Davis on April 28 becomes particularly significant when there 
is considered the admission in your press release of October 9 that 
you had overruled Judge Hilliard on the retroactive date from which 
the new wage rates would apply. That was the only issue decided 
by Judge Hilliard and you overruled him on it. You allowed only 
twenty-five per cent of his award. It made a difference of about one 
year’s pay for a hundred men. The other questions of wage rates and 
featherbed rules were not decided by Judge Hilliard but by the brother- 
hoods and federal manager. Although some erroneous figures were 
reported by the Office of Defense Transportation and gave the mis- 
leading impression that substantial savings had been effected in negotia- 
tion by the federal manager, these questions were settled virtually 
as demanded by the brotherhoods. I cannot agree with your conten- 
tion that our case has been settled in the American way and in ac- 
cordance with democratic processes. Your board told us at the outset 
that Judge Hilliard’s decision would be final. You then heard us 
protest his qualifications as arbitrator and made no reply, and, now 
that it is over and you have made an important change in the one 
award made by him, you say that, if we had arbitrated, your board 
would have reviewed his findings. The nature of his award really 
hecessitates such a statement. It comes at a late date but it com- 
pletely vindicates our original refusal to accept Judge Hilliard as sole 
and binding arbitrator. It seems only appropriate to suggest that 
your board misled us concerning its procedure and that the issues were 
not fairly considered. 


McNear Stands Pat 


Mr. McNear in a telegram to Morse October 27, said he 
could not comply with the board’s order that he accept its de- 
Cision approving recommendations of Judge Hilliard as arbi- 
trator for the application of so-called “standard” working rules 
and wages. The board in a directive order, October 9, made 
the acceptance of those rules and wages a condition precedent 
to a return to the corporation of the railroad which has been 
operated by the government for several months. 

. “Were we to comply with your directive order we would 
sign agreements adopting the featherbed rules, which would 
orce us deliberately and needlessly to waste manpower, mo- 
tive power, equipment and materials in the operation of our 
railroad,” said Mr. McNear’s telegram. “We have felt it our 
patriotic duty to question such an order. We have asked twice 
or a hearing on the order but our requests have been denied.” 

Mr. MecNear asked the board, should it refuse his third re- 

quest for a hearing on the rules issue, to permit the issues to 
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be submitted “for the investigation and decision of an arbi- 
trator to be appointed by the senior judge of the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals at Chicago.” He added that this pro- 
cedure “is frequently provided for in railroad contracts where 
arbitration clauses are involved.” 

It was stated at the National War Labor Board October 
29 that a reply to Mr. McNear’s telegram had been written 
but that it would not be made public until after Board Mem- 
ber Morse, who was out of the city, had returned to Wash- 
ington. It was stated that Mr. Morse was expected to return 
some time October 30. 


In reply to the board’s telegram denying the railroad a 
rehearing before it, Mr. McNear said that there never had been 
a hearing before the board on the issues. Continuing, he said: 


You state that the record is perfectly clear that Judge Hilliard 
was instructed to render a decision subject to a review by the War 
Labor Board. Please advise me when your board told us that those 
were the instructions which would apply if we participated in the ar- 
bitration. As I wired you on October 17, Chairman Davis wired me on 
April 28, just before the hearing was scheduled to begin, ‘‘Judge Hil- 
liard has been instructed to investigate the facts of the case as they 
are presented to him at the hearing and render a final decision.’’ 

We heard nothing further from your board on this subject until 
we asked for a hearing before your full board on October 15 and re- 
ceived your reply of the same day intimating that if we had partici- 
pated in the arbitration Judge Hilliard’s decision would have been re- 
viewed by your board. As pointed out in our wire of October 17, this 
feature is vital because you overruled Judge Hilliard on the only issue 
decided by him and allowed only 25 per cent of his award. 

The real issues in our case are not wages. We have already 
stated our willingness to pay any wages that are reasonable. The real 
issues are the needless wastes of manpower, motive power, equipment, 
and materials. Judge Hilliard did not investigate them. The transcript 
of the hearings shows that Judge Hilliard merely accepted the arrange- 
ments as worked out between the brotherhoods and federal manager. 

We are and always have been willing to enter upon a fair arbi- 
tration. Now that the results of Judge Hilliard’s hearings and findings 
have become known, we feel it is appropriate again to suggest a fair 
arbitration of the issues in our case. 

If your board is unwilling to grant us a hearing on these issues 
and on any other issues that may be involved in our case, would your 
board be willing to let them be submitted for the investigation and de- 
cision of an arbitrator to be appointed by the senior judge of the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals at Chicago? This is a procedure 
frequently provided for in railroad contracts where arbitration clauses 
are included. - 

Were we to comply with your directive order released October 9, 
we would sign agreements adopting the featherbed rules which would 
force us deliberately and needlessly to waste manpower, motive power, 
equipment and materials in the operation of our railroad. We have felt 
it our patriotic duty to question such an order. We have asked twice, 
on October 15 and 17, for a hearing on the order but our requests have 
been denied. 

Under the circumstances we are obliged to advise you we cannot 
comply with the order but we shall continue to hope that your board 
will grant us a hearing or a fair arbitration so that the real issues of 
needless wastes in time of war may be given appropriate consideration. 


Mr. McNear, in a telegram October 30, to Director East- 
man, asked the O. D. T. to join with the railroads in submit- 
ting data bearing on so-called standard working rules and their 
resulting alleged waste of manpower to “a special master or 
referee to be appointed by the senior judge of the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals at Chicago.” His suggestion was for 
a public hearing and a report from the referee so selected. It 
was in line with a similar suggestion he made earlier in the 
week to the National War Labor Board. 


The telegram was in reply to one sent to Mr. McNear by 
Director Eastman last week, in which it was said that state- 
ments made earlier about wastefulness in the government’s 
operation of the railroads did ‘‘not appear to be based on actual 
facts.” (See Traffic World, October 24, p. 966.) The suggestion 
for the submission of statements made by Mr. McNear and data 
from the O. D. T. to a referee was made, according to the 
telegram, because the Director did not “appear willing to accept 
the statements recently published about war and the wastes 
of ‘featherbed’ rules” in the recent annual report of the rail- 
road. If such an investigation is made, Mr. McNear says he 
will be “willing to have the expense of the investigation paid 
out of the compensation due us in connection with the seizure 
of our railroad.” 


Commenting on his telegram to Director Eastman and his 
earlier message to the War Labor Board, Mr. McNear said: 


It would be an act of treason against our fighting forces were I 
to sign the wasteful, featherbed contracts as demanded by the War 
Labor Board. I cannot be guided by people who are playing politics 
at the expense of efficient war production. 

Our fighting forces have a right to expect more effective coopera- 
tion from those of us who serve behind the lines. I shall continue to 
press for efficient operation of the railroads, regardless of the imme- 
diate consequences. 


The news from the fronts clearly show that it is time to stop the 
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‘ebmes another screw 
for Hitler’s coffin 


When this giant propeller meets its 
drive shaft, another great American ship 
will be near completion. Soon after, it 
will go into service carrying across the 
seas supplies and equipment to help 
crush Hitler and the Axis. 

America’s shipbuilders deserve a big 
hand for the production miracles they 
have wrought since Pearl Harbor. For 
example, many shipyards on the North 
Pacific Coast and at the head of the Great 


Lakes, working 24 hours a day, have set 
new records in shipbuilding, and here 
Northern Pacific plays an important role. 

From the steel mills of the East, forests 
of the Pacific Northwest, and manufac- 
turing centers everywhere, tons of steel, 
wood, parts and accessories flow swiftly 
and smoothly over Northern Pacific 
tracks to waiting ways—making this rail- 
way, today more than ever, the “Main 
Street of the Northwest”. 
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loafing and foolishness and to get down to the serious job of meeting 
the determined activities of those who are arrayed against us. 


Adamson Act and Dual Rail Pay 


Mr. McNear, referring to a statement by John W. Barriger, 
general manager of the railroad under government operation, 
that working rules calling for a dual basis of pay by the hour 
and by the mile for train service workers were established by 
the Adamson act of 1916, and that Mr. McNear’s objections 
to the imposition of that basis ought to be lodged with Congress 
rather than with the O. D. T. (see Traffic World, October 24, 
p. 24), calls attention to the fact that the Supreme Court, in its 
decision in the Adamson act case in March, 1917, expressly de- 
nied that the law imposed the basis. The pertinent parts of 
the court’s decision say: 


It (the statute) permanently applied an eight-hour standard for 
work and wages which existed and had been in practice on about 
15 per cent of the railroads. It did not fix the amount of the task to 
be done during those hours, thus leaving that to the will of the 
parties. .. 

How can this demonstration fail to result if it be stated that the 
scope of the task to be performed in an eight-hour day period was 
not expressed, but was left, therefore, to adjustment between the 
parties; that overtime was only permitted if ‘‘necessary’’; and that 
extra pay for overtime was rejected and regular rates of pay substi- 
tuted ? 


Rail Labor Disputes 


William H. Leiserson, member of the National Labor Re- 
lations Board and chairman of the National Railway Labor 
Panel, has received an application from the Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Firemen and Enginemen for appointment of an emer- 
gency board to investigate and to attempt to settle a dispute 
between that brotherhood and the Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engfneers, on the one hand, and, on the other, eastern, 
southeastern and western railroads over demands of the two 
unions for reclassifications of rates of pay and for employ- 
ment of additional men on certain types of locomotives (see 
Traffic World, September 26, p. 725, and October 10, p. 875). 

Mr. Leiserson said, October 24, that he had not yet re- 
ceived a similar request from the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers and indicated that he would not act on the request 
for appointment of an emergency board, under the procedure 
outlined in the President’s executive order of May 22 (see 
Traffic World, May 23, p. 1367, and May 30, p. 1425), until 
after this brotherhood had submitted its application and Direc- 
tor Byrnes of the Office of Economic Stabilization had defined 
the policy of his office on rail employe wage increases as af- 
fected by operation of the new price and wage stabilization 
act (see Traffic World, October 10, p. 853). 

Under terms of the President’s executive order creating 
the Office of Economic Stabilization, Mr. Leiserson observed, 
the National War Labor Board obtained authority to maintain 
a relationship of wages of employes in all industries to com- 
modity prices. He noted that the executive order did not 
affect the procedure prescribed in the railway labor act for 
settlement of rail labor disputes, but, he added, on termination 
of such procedure, any wage increases granted would be sub- 
ject to approval by the War Labor Board. 

With a view to forestalling any necessity for the revision 
by the War Labor Board of wage increases that might grow 
out of mediation or arbitration of rail labor disputes, Mr. 
Leiserson explained, he had conferred with attorneys for the 
railroad managements and the brotherhoods involved and had 
obtained from them memoranda setting forth their views on 
the relationship of the price and wage stabilization act of the 
wage situation with respect to the locomotive engineers. He 
said he had submitted the memoranda to Director Byrnes, and 
that Director Byrnes planned to prescribe a policy on railroad 
wage matters for guidance of the National Mediation Board 
or other bodies serving as arbiters of rail labor disputes. 

Nine members, appointed by the President June 9 (see 
Traffic World, June 13, p. 1552), constitute the National Rail- 
way Labor Panel. Under terms of the President’s executive 
order of May 22, Chairman Leiserson is empowered to appoint 
an emergency board consisting of three members of the panel, 
if, in the judgment of the chairman of the panel, the dispute 
is such that if unadjusted, even in the absence of a strike vote, 
it may interfere with the prosecution of the war. The exec- 
utive order directs the emergency board to investigate the dis- 
pute and to report thereon to the President, and adds that, 
subject to the provisions of section 10 of the railway labor act, 
“such board shall have exclusive and final jurisdiction of the 
dispute and shall make every reasonable effort to settle such 
dispute.” 

Mr. Leiserson said that he was considering appointment of 
an emergency board, some time in November, in a dispute be- 
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tween five short lines and employes represented by the four 
operating railroad brotherhoods, over wage and vacation js- 
sues. The short lines involved, including some that were par- 
ties to the dispute on which an emergency board from the Na- 
tional Railway Labor Panel submitted its report to the Presj- 
dent September 14 (see Traffic World, September 19, p. 659) 
said Mr. Leiserson, were: The Columbus & Greenville Rail: 
way Co.; the Georgia & Florida Railroad Co.; the New York 
Ontario & Western Railroad Co.; the Wichita Falls & South. 
ern Railroad Co., and the Meridian & Bigbee River Railway Co, 


Truck Labor Conference 


A joint labor-management committee of the trucking in- 
dustry, to consider steps by which the industry could further the 
war effort, was organized at a conference of representatives of 
the International Brotherhood of Teamsters and the American 
Trucking Associations with officials of the Office of Defense 
Transportation. 

The 14-member committee, on which the drivers and opera- 
tors will have equal representation, will convene in Washington 
November 16 for its first meeting. The groups will name their 
representatives later. 

The conference, presided over by Otto S. Beyer, director of 
the O. D. T. division of transport personnel, and John L. Rogers, 
director of the division of motor transport, was called by the 
O. D. T. to establish a permanent relationship between the 
agency and representatives of employers and employes in the 
industry. 

Mr. Beyer told the conferees that in formulating and exe- 
cuting wartime transportation policies the O. D. T. “wants the 
advice, opinions and help of interested parties.” He urged those 
present to use the committee they organized to provide the 
O. D. T. with both advice and criticism, and pointed to the 
advantages that would result for labor, management and the 
general public. 

David Beck, of Seattle, Wash., vice-president of the team- 
sters’ brotherhood, and Ted V. Rodgers, president of the Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc., served as spokesmen for their 
respective groups. 

Other management representatives were J. P. Altwater, 
New York City; Gordon J. Healow, Chicago; Roy Mason, Co- 
lumbus, O.; Alan J. Wilson, Boston, Mass.; and R. J. Appel, Chi- 
cago, secretary and general manager of the Central States Em- 
ployers Area Committee. 

The drivers were represented also by Fred Tobin, interna- 
tional representative of the teamsters’ brotherhood in Wash- 
ington; Robert Borden, international representative of the 
brotherhood in the southern region, and these representatives 
of the union’s joint council; William O’Rourke, New York City; 
John Rorich, Cleveland, O.; James Hoffa, Detroit, Mich.; Ray 
McCall, Boston, Mass.; Charles Reel, Oakland, Calif.; Patrick 
Burke, St. Louis, Mo.; William Lee, Chicago; and Frank Gil- 
lespie, Chicago. 

The joint committee is expected to: 

Call attention to matters involving the industry and its employes 
with which the O. D. T. may be concerned; 

Consult with the O. D. T. on policies and activities of interest to 
employes and management in the industry; and 

Aid in enlisting the cooperation of employes and management, and 
their organizations, for the task of utilizing trucking facilities efficiently 
and economically during the war. 


MOTOR HOURS OF SERVICE 


The American Trucking Associations, Inc., in a letter to 
Chairman Aitchison, has asked the Commission for permission 
to withdraw its petition, filed last July, for modification of the 
hours of service regulations in Ex Parte MC 2 and MC 3, 
Maximum Hours of Service by Motor Carrier Employes, to 
permit flexibility in driving hours and work week in order to 
comply with the 40-mile speed limitation prescribed in orders 
3 and 17 of the Office of Defense Transportation (see Traffic 
World, Aug. 8, p. 320). 

Since the filing of that petition, the A. T. A. said, there 
had been issued general order O. D. T. No. 23 reducing the 
speed limit to 35 miles an hour. Efforts to modify the speed 
limitation for certain types of operation, it said, had been 
unavailing. Consequently, it added, ‘the limitation remains 
at 35 miles and our petition for modification of hours of service 
regulations would be fruitless in face of the lower speed limit 
recently imposed.” . 

Replying to the letter of the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, Inc., for withdrawal of its petition asking modification 
of the hours of service regulations prescribed by the Com- 
mission in Ex Parte MC 2 and Ex Parte MC 3, Chairman 
Aitchison said, “your letter will be referred to division 5 for 
consideration and you will be duly advised of its action In 
regard thereto.” 
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Shoot Organizers at Sunrise-Land 


President Roosevelt brushed aside the controversy over Ad- 
mira! Land’s “shoot organizers at sunrise” speech (see Traffic 
World, October 24), when he was asked about it at his press 
conference October 23. He said he had seen Admiral Land the 
preceding day but had not discussed the matter with him. He 
said he had observed in the newspapers that Admiral Land 
had said he had been misquoted. No reference was made to 
protests sent to him by labor leaders in which removal from 
ofice of Admiral Land was requested. 

Admiral Land, however, was informed by Elmer Davis, 
head of the Office of War Information, that he had not com- 
plied with the President’s request, made some time ago, that 
federal officials “‘clear” all addresses through the Office of Facts 
and Figures, the duties of which are now handled by the O. W. 
1 As Admiral Land explained, he spoke from notes and his 
remarks had not been “cleared” through the O. W. I. 

Joseph Curran, president of the National Maritime Union 
of America, one of the labor leaders who requested removal of 
Admiral Land, sent a letter about the Land speech to Repre- 
sentative Anderson, of California. Mr. Anderson put his reply 
to Mr. Curran in the appendix of the Congressional Record of 
October 23. In part, he said: 


You urge that Rear Admiral Emory S. Land be removed from 
office, ‘‘so as to prevent any further impeding of our nation’s war 
effort.’ You urge my cooperation in this matter. Do you mind if I 
say rather bluntly that you won’t get it? However, if it were possible 
for me to assist in removing you from office the necessary cooperation 
would be promptly. forthcoming. 

It may not be elegant but it certainly is pertinent to ask: Who 
are you to be throwing rocks at Admiral Land? Well, I know who 
you are and so do most of my colleagues. You’re Joe Curran, presi- 
dent of the National Maritime Union of America. Your name appears 
any number of times in the files of the House Committee to Investi- 
gate Un-American Activities and, frankly, your reputation isn’t too 
SWOTy. . «+ 

I wish we had many more able and conscientious administrators 
like Admiral Land. He is rendering this country a distinct and 
patriotic service. The House Committee on Naval Affairs, of which 
Iam a member, recently reported a bill to the House of Representa- 
tives authorizing the President to advance Rear Admiral Land to the 
rank of vice admiral. This measure passed the House unanimously— 
a high tribute to any man. 

You say that you know him well. My advice is that you try to 
know him better, because, unless I miss my guess, he’ll be Chairman 
of the Maritime Commission for a long time to come, and the results 
of his work will live long after your petty political manipulations 
have become nothing but a distasteful memory. 


Labor Strike and Motor Service 


The question whether a carrier fails in its duty to shippers 
when its drivers refuse to render pick-up and delivery service 
because to render such service would require them to cross a 
strike picket line was argued before the Commission, division 
3, October 27, in MC C-268, Montgomery Ward & Co. vs. Con- 
solidated Freightways, Inc., et al. and the twelve sub-numbers 
thereunder. Each is a complaint by Montgomery Ward & Co. 
against a carrier. 

Examiner T. K. Carpenter, in a recommended report (see 
Traffic World, May 23, p. 1340) said the Commission should find 
failure or refusal of the motor carriers, except as to two of 
them, to render such service for the complainant at points in 
the Pacific northwest, while rendering such service for others, 
was unlawful. The examiner said the fact that after the hear- 
ing the strike at the Montgomery place of business was settled 
did not deprive the Commission of jurisdiction to enter a cease 
and desist order to prevent the resumption of such unlawful 
practices. 

Arguments were made for the respondents by W. P. Ellis, 
by John A. Barr for the complainant, and for the teamsters’ 
brotherhood by Henry Kaiser. As viewed by Mr. Barr the 
question seemed to be whether regulation of the motor carriers 
should be transferred from the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
Sion to the teamsters’ union. 

_Commissioner Patterson wanted to know whether it was 
desired to have the Commission issue a cease and desist order 
forbidding the doing of something that was not being done. Mr. 
Ellis said that the carriers were put into an impossible posi- 
tion by the requirement of one part of the law that they make 
delivery while another part of the law made it legal for unions 
to enforce their demands by means of strikes and picket lines 
Which could not be crossed by their employes in the perform- 
ance of the law requiring them to carry and deliver. The com- 
Plainant, in its contract with the unions, he pointed out, ob- 
taine:t an expression by its employes against sympathetic 
strikes, but nevertheless there was a threat of strike of its 
employes growing out of the situation. Mr. Ellis observed 
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that the National Labor Relations Board, in its investigation 
of the matter, came to the conclusion that the situation was 
brought about by the labor practices of the complainant. 

According to the labor side of the case, Montgomery Ward 
& Co. was trying to use the Commission to punish the motor 
carriers for the lawful acts of their employes, which were pre- 
cipitated by what the labor people contended were the unlaw- 
ful acts of Montgomery Ward & Co. Mr. Kaiser suggested 
that, under such a theory, employers could be held responsible 
if their employes committed assault and battery, or any other 
unlawful act. 


Wage and Salary Control 


James F. Byrnes, Director of Economic Stabilization, in 
announcing regulations governing the control of wages and 
salaries, said that the regulations brought under the National 
War Labor Board wage payments and salary payments not 
in excess of $5,000 where the employe was ‘represented by a 
duly recognized or certified labor organization or where the 
employe was not employed in a bona fide executive, admin- 
istrative or professional capacity. All other salaries, said he, 
would come under the jurisdiction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. This division of responsibility, said he, was worked 
out by the War Labor Board and the Treasury Department. 

The regulations also forbid the payment to any employe 
of an amount of salary which, after deduction of the federal 
income taxes on the whole salary, would exceed $25,000. This 
is effective January 1. Continuing, Director Byrnes sum- 
marized his regulations with respect to the salary limit of 
$25,000 as follows: 


Additional payments of salary may be made to take care of cus- 
tomary charitable contributions where the recipient of the salary has 
no other sources of income which can be utilized for this purpose with- 
out undue hardship. 

Additional payments of salary may also be made to take care of 
payments on life insurance policies and fixed obligations which were 
in force on October 3, 1942, and past income taxes due. Such allow- 
ances, however, will be permitted only where the recipient of the 
salary has no other source of income which can be utilized for these 
purposes and only where the recipient can show that he is unable to 
meet these payments without disposing of assets at a substantial loss, 
involving undue hardship. 

No allowance, of course, will be made for life insurance policies 
or fixed obligations entered into after October 3, 1942. 

Where a person has more than one employer, all his salaries will 
be totalled to arrive at the $25,000 limit. 

If a company pays a salary in excess of these regulations, the en- 
tire salary paid, and not simply the amount in excess of the $25,000, 
will be disregarded for tax purposes. 


Violations may also be punished under the penal provisions of the 
second price control act. 

For administrative reasons, it would be impractical for this limi- 
tation on salaries at $25,000 after taxes to be put into effect before 
January 1, 1943. However in the meantime increases in salaries at this 
level without the approval of the Treasury are forbidden along with 
other salary increases. GS 

This regulation applies to public salaries as well as private ones, 
except for salaries specifically fixed by federal or state statute. The 
President is the only federal employe with a statutory salary exceeding 
$25,000. The President was advised of this by the Director. However, 
the President has written the Secretary of Treasury asking that future 
payments of his salary be made in compliance with the regulations. 


Non-Operating Wage Conferences 


Negotiations between individual railroads and their non- 
operating workers, over demands for a 20 per cent increase 
in wages, a 70-cents-an-hour minimum, and a closed shop were 
completed on a number of lines this week. According to 
Daniel Loomis, chairman, Association of Western Railroads, 
most of the western railroads had broken off negotiations and 
all of those so reporting had declined to meet the demands 
and had also refused to offer counter-proposals involving any 
pay increases or closed shop. He said he did not expect any 
of the railroads, where negotiations were still in progress, to 
accede to the demands. A similar opinion was expressed as 
to southern and eastern railroads. 

Under the railway labor act, the next step in the pro- 
ceedings will be negotiations between management and labor 
on a regional or national basis. It was known that the labor 
leaders had expressed a desire for national rather than regional 
negotiations. Although the railroads have set up their nego- 
tiating committees on a regional basis—east, south and west 
—it was expected that they would accept the proposal that 
these three committees join in a national group for the nego- 
tiations. That was the course adopted in the general wage 
increase cases of 1941. 

Theoretically, it is possible for the two parties to reach 
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an agreement in such negotiations, or under the guidance of 
the National Board of Mediation. Actually, however, in other 
proceedings of the kind since the adoption of the railway labor 
act, the general negotiations and mediations have merely been 
preludes to the taking of a strike vote and the invoking of a 
Presidential fact-finding board. Railroad men were already mak- 
ing preparations for the following of that course. The advisory 
committee on public relations to the management negotiations 
committee, for instance, had opened an office in Chicago, where 
the nationwide negotiations are expected to take place. 

The establishment of a National Railway Labor Panel by 
executive order of the President (see Traffic World June 13, 
p. 1552) will bring about some modification in the procedure 
beyond the mediation stage. Under the new arrangement, a 
fact-finding panel may be appointed from the National Panel 
without resort to a strike vote on the part of the unions Here- 
tofore, under the railway labor act, such a vote was a prac- 
tical necessity in order to produce the threat of a “substan- 
tial interruption to transportation” necessary before a fact- 
finding board cotild be appointed. 


CHICAGO TRUCK WAGE DEMANDS 


Union representatives of truck drivers operating within 
Chicago and between Chicago and other points presented new 
wage and other demands to representatives of Chicago and 
Illinois truck companies October 28. The demands, presented 
by William Wood, local 705, International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, American Federation of Labor, and P. J. Lavelle, 
Chicago Truck Drivers Union, included a 15 per cent increase 
in present basic wage scales; reduction of the basic weekly 
working time from 51 to 48 hours; two weeks’ vacation with 
pay and legal holidays off with pay. The drivers’ represen- 
tatives said the wage demands were based on cost of living 
increases since January 1, 1941, when the present two-year 
contract became effective. Approximately 15,000 drivers are 
involved. ‘ 

Union representatives and company officials will meet 
again November 4, negotiations having been recessed to give 
the operators time in which to consider the demands. William 
Fullerton, president, Illinois Motor Truck Operators’ Associa- 
tion and chairman of the association’s labor committee, heads 
the operators’ negotiation group. , 

Drivers in the Chicago area currently received from $37.50 
to $46.50 for 51 hours’ work a week. The scale varies with 
the weight of trucks driven. 


TWIN CITIES TRUCK LABOR CASE 

The National War Labor Board has directed 300 employers 
represented by the Minneapolis Employers Negotiating Com- 
mittee to grant their 4,000 employes a basic wage increase 
of 10 cents an hour, and 264 employers represented by the St. 
Paul Employers of Truck Drivers to grant their 1,500 to 2,000 
employes a basic wage increase of 9 cents an hour. 

The wage increases, said the board, followed the recom- 
mendation of a special tripartite fact-finding commission, ap- 
pointed by Governor Stassen under the Minnesota state labor 
act. This recommendation, the board added, was designed to 
equalize the wages of Minneapolis and St. Paul truckers with 
the wages of “over-the-road” drivers as established by the 
National Defense Mediation Board. 

The board followed the recommendations of its panel re- 
garding the issues of retroactive pay and maintenance of mem- 
bership. It directed that the increases be made retroactive 
to June 11, 1942, but gave the employers three months to pay 
this amount. It deferred the issue of maintenance of mem- 
bership pending a decision on the petition of certain of the 
Minneapolis employers that further hearings be held on this 
issue. 

The employes involved in the case were members of the 
General Drivers and Helpers Unions, Nos. 120, 221 and 544, 
affiliated with the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
ete. (A. F. of L.).. Members of the board representing em- 
ployers noted, in the board’s order, that they dissented on 
wage issues in the case. 


TRUCK MINIMUM WAGES 

The Supreme Court of the United States, October 26, de- 
clined to reopen No. 939, Overnight Motor Transportation Co., 
Inc., vs. Missel, in which it had upheld the contention of the 
federal wage and hour administrator that the fair labor stand- 
ards act’s overtime requirements were not satisfied by a weekly 
salary sufficient to yield the minimum wage and time and a 
half the minimum for the hours worked. The Overnight com- 
pany sought a rehearing. The case was decided June 8 (see 
Traffic World, June 13, p. 1525). 

The court also refused to rehear No. 622, Walling, admin- 
istrator, vs. A. H. Belo Corporation in which the court had 
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ruled that the salary arrangement of the corporation wh -reby 
it contracted with its employes to establish a certain “regular 
rate” of hourly pay to yield a guaranteed weekly wage regard. 
less of the number of hours worked, up to a specified number 
of hours in a week, and with extra compensation therefor, dig 
not violate the overtime provisions of the fair labor standards 
act. 


; The government sought rehearing of the Belo case, contend- 
ing that the decision in it was erroneous, that the apparent in- 
consistencies between the Belo decision and the Missel decision 
had introduced serious confusion into the administration »f the 
wage and hour law and would produce unnecessary litigation, 
and that the Belo decision offered strong support to schemes 
contrived to evade the requirements of the act. 


CURTAILMENT OF PASSES 


“Many railroads have issued orders notifying employes 
that they will not be permitted to travel on their passes during 
the Thanksgiving and Christmas holidays,” says “Labor,” the 
organ of the railroad unions. 

_._When questioned about the statement, railroad officials 
said it was true and that the New Year holiday also was in- 
cluded, but no official announcement was made. 


Revenue Traffic Statistics 


Revenue tons carried by Class I steam railways for the 
month of July totaled 254,935,309 as compared with 213,110,358 
tons for the same month last year, according to a compilation 
by the Commission’s Bureau of Transport Economics and Statis- 
tics of revenue traffic statistics of those roads, exclusive of 
switching and terminal companies, for July, statement M-220. 
For the seven months ended with July revenue tons carried 
amounted to 1,548,270,170, as against 1,231,233,054 tons for the 
like period last year. 


Revenue tons carried one mile totaled 56,956,174,000 for 
July as compared with 42,845,941,000 for July last year. For 
the seven months ended with July revenue tons carried one 
mile amounted to 347,112.442,000 as against 253,581,634,000 for 
the corresponding period last year. 


For July this year as compared with July last year freight 
revenues increased from $405,594,068 to $533,319,874. For the 
comparative seven months’ period, they increased from $2,408,- 
119,008 to $3,207,921,350. 

The number of revenue passengers carried was 60,143,548 
for July as against 41,945,960 for July last year. Passenger 
revenues, for the comparative months, increased from $47.- 
329,678 to $91.824,148. For the seven months ended with July 
the number of revenue passengers carried was 352,074,945 and 
the total passenger revenue was $484,326,248 as against 276. 
044.919 and $284,753,144, respectively, for the corresponding 
period last year. 


Freight traffic averages for July this year and July last 
vear. respectively, were set forth in the compilation as follows: 
Miles a revenue ton by the road, 223.4 and 201.1; revenue a ton 
mile. 0.936 cents and 0.947 cents; and revenue a ton a road, 
$2.09 and $1.90. For the comparative seven months’ periods 
the freight traffic averages, respectively, were: Miles a rev- 
enue ton by the road, 224.2 and 206.0; revenue a ton mile. 
0.924 cents and 0.950 cents; and revenue a ton a road, $2.07 
and $1.96. 


FREIGHT COMMODITY STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways, for the second quarter this year. 
originated 358.516.852 revenue tons of carload freight and 
terminated 341.978,077 tons, according to a compilation by the 
Commission’s Bureau of Transport Economics and Statistics of 
tons of revenue freight originated and tons terminated in car- 
loads by groups of commodities for the second quarter this 
year, statement @-550. As to forwarder traffic, revenue freight 
originated totaled 797.041 tons and terminated, 827,802 tons. 
By groups of commodities, tons originated and terminated, 
respectively, were shown as follows: 

Products of agriculture, 22,511.716 and 23.897,459; animals 
and products, 4806.570 and 4,950,350; products of mines. 
213 616.863 and 191.104.265: products of forests. 21,7724 and 
23.472.583: and manufactures and miscellaneous, 90,864,455 
and 92.399.128. 

The compilation noted that as to products of mines, 
products of forests. and manufactures and miscellaneous, data 
were omitted to avoid revealing information concerning certain 
strategic and critical materials, pursuant to an order of the 
Commission, dated April 27, 1942. 
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mber ing penalty payments for holding refrigerator cars beyond pre- 1942, 186,160; 1941, 196,790; 1940, 168,478. 
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sive of Sundays and holidays, with no time allowance for Products, 868 and 938; ore, 380 and 358; merchandise, L. C. L., 2,896 

tend. [ weather conditions. For unloading, the limit is 36 hours ee 8,086 and 8,035; total, 1942, 54,468; 1941, 

nt in- §§ after the first 7:00 a. m. after placement, inclusive of Sundays “""'southern district: Grain and grain products, 4,098 and 2,202; live 

cision [J and holidays, with no allowance for weather condititons or stock, 1,361 and 975; coal, 24,656 and 20,620; coke, 607 and 491; forest 

f the dearing customs. An additional 48 hours, exclusive of Sundays products, 16,252 and 15,389; ore, 1,681 and 1,576; merchandise, L. C. L., 

ation, and holidays, is allowed for unloading wet top-iced shipments. 14,331 and 26,107; miscellaneous, 64,376 and 57,215; total, 1942, 127,362; 

1emes Penalty charges are $5 for the first 24 hours or any part 1941, 124,575; 1940, 115,630. 

thereof; $10 for the second 24 hours or part thereof, and $15 7 Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 14,008 and 9,757; 
for the third and each succeeding 24 hours or part thereof. live stock, 6,235 and 4,987; coal, 8,584 and 6,633; coke, 1,984 and 1,914; 
These charges are in addition to accrued charges, including a pong = ia na Ae 5 46,975 8 a a7. 403; total, "942, 
demurrage and refrigerator car detention charges. 145.749: 1941 48SeT: 1960 "197 508 sacle PN HARE 

Other parts of the order require the loading of fresh fruits Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 11,291 and 

ployes and vegetables to minimums set forth in the order and require 7,854; live stock, 11,130 and 9,717; coal, 12,691 and 10,566; coke, 272 

luring the railroads to make provisions for handling broken and dam- and 256; forest products, 9,998 and 8,908; ore, 5,353 and 4,771; mer- 

,” the aged packages without delay to the cars. chandise, L. C. L., 12,607 and 24,718; miscellaneous, 83,247 and 71,276; 

i Carloads of import and export fruits and vegetables, loaded total, 1942, 146,589; 1941, 138,066; 1940, 134,448. 
Ticials or unloaded at Pacific, Atlantic and St. Lawrence ports in Can- |, gy bee geen — — pews ee Se wee vee 
=> ada, will not be subject. to the penalty charges, but must be forest products, 5,363 and 5,368; ore, 323 and 320; merchandise, Rs. 45, Bass 

loaded to the required minimums. ‘ 5,224 and 10,043; miscellaneous, 53,937 and 35,663; total, 1942, 77,751; 

The order, designed to “assure maximum use of refrig- 941, 61,437; 1940, 58,913. 

erator equipment for the transport of perishable goods required 

by the armed forces and the civilian population of Canada and 

of Great Britain and the British dominions,” became effective CAR SURPLUS REPORT 

or the October 26. U. S. railroads reported an average daily surplus of 32,373 
10,358 freight cars for the week ended October 17, according to the 

ilation F . L " car service division of the Association of ero Railroads. 

Statis- ding It was made up as follows: Plain box, 14,586; auto box, 
ive of Revenue reight oe 3,155; total box, 17,741; flat, 1;229; gondola, 1,922; hopper, 
M-220. Loading of revenue freight the week ended October 24 4,361; total coal, 6,283; and miscellaneous, 7,120. 

-arried totaled 903,246 cars, according to the Association of American OO ooo 
or the Railroads. This was a decrease below the corresponding week MOTOR PASSENGERS AND REVENUES 

in 1941, of 10,359 cars or 1.1 per cent, but an increase above Class I motor carriers of passengers, excluding special or 

00 for the same week in 1940, of 65,589 cars or 7.8 per cent. : 

. : charter, has passenger revenues totaling $27,323,342 for July 

For Loading the week ended October 24 increased 2,479 cars rm 

2 this year as compared with $16,090,810 for July last year, an 
>d_one or three-tenths of one per cent above the preceding week. increase of 69.8 per cent, according to a compilation by the 

100 for All districts reported increases compared with the corre- C estes BB P ‘ T = —_ as Me 

sponding week in 1941, except the Eastern, Allegheny and ommission’s Bureau 0 ransport Economics an tatistics 
; Tihented ent a dietiten ted i ’ : of revenues and passengers of those carriers for July, state- 

freight th fe a k rp get ed increases compared with ment M-700. The number of passengers carried increased 80.2 
‘or the e COrresponding Weer Oo , except the Eastern. per cent, 34,061,165 for July this year as against 18,898,870 for 
32,408,- ; 1942 1941 1940 July last year. 

5 weeks of January ................ 3,858,273 3,454,409 3,215,565 

call Co 3171439 3.086;011 2.480.980 ‘ . 
seneer MM ‘weeks of April .......... 0.0... 0005 3a5i03 270360 24s22 ruck Freight Loading 
hyuly fp iweeks of dune JIE Seetes «— Saeter BERRA The volume of freight transported by motor, carriers in 
45 and ig iweeks of July .................... 3,321,568 3.413.435 2.829.450 | September increased 4.3 per cent over August and 7 per cent 
t 276. ( dWeeks of August ............0.000- 4,350,948 4,463,372 «3,717,933 Over September, 1941, according to reports compiled by the 
aude {weeks of September .............. 3,503,658 3,540,210 3,135,122 American Trucking Associations (see Traffic World, October 

WEEK Of TOCEOIER SB) oio.o oie bcco.sicnsiow 907,607 917,896 806,004 24). 
Welt of OCoteber MW ...........000.65 909,957 903,877 811,906 Comparable reports were received by A. T. A. from 204 

lv last — of October 17 ............s000% 900,767 922,884 813,909 motor carriers in forty states. The reporting carriers trans- 
— eek of October 24 .........-...++4- 903,246 913,605 837,657 ported an aggregate of 1,534,065 tons in September, as against 
: phe apes: ct Pera tae re eres eae ee 35,857,756 34,926,011 29,859,516 oe he: a 1,433,557 tons in September, 1941, 
periods P : — ata <5 , 

. a “aoe freight loading by districts the week ended Oc- The A. T. A. index figure, computed on the basis of the average 
. a and for the corresponding period last year was re- monthly tonnage of the reporting carriers for the three-year period 
1 $2.07 ported as follows: of 1938-1940 as representing 100, was 180.27. 

’ Approximately 82 per cent of all tonnage transported in the month 

Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 8,154 and 7,239; live | was reported by carriers of general freight. The volume in this cate- 
stock, 1394 and 1,323; coal, 32,268 and 34,712; coke, 3,733 and 3,492: gory increased 3.7 per cent over August, and 7.0 per cent over Septem- 
forest products, 2,445 and 2,068; ore, 6,799 and 6,248: merchandise, ber of last year. 

: L. C. L., 26,766 and 44,097; miscellaneous, 83,608 and 90,548; total, Transporters of petroleum products, accounting for about 10% per 
S year. 
ht and Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Oct. 24 

by the Grain and Live Forest Mdse. 
stics of Grain Prod. Stock Coal Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
in car- 1942 47,665 24,361 167,257 13,989 49,211 76,075 92,188 432,500 903,246 
er this Total all roads Oct. 24......... 4 1941 35,083 20,378 165,228 13,132 45,917 68,455 159,828 405,584 913,605 
freight aot | 1940 40,421 22,509 136,430 11,989 43,604 68,512 156,728 357,464 837,657 
© tons. arenting week October 17........ 1942 50,461 24,477 164,213 14,201 48,470 75,807 90,962 432,176 900,767 
inated Cent increase OVEP. ..........06. 1941 35.9 19.5 1.2 6.5 7.2 11.1 6.6 
nated, Per cent decrease under........... 1941 42.3 1.1 

Per cent increase Over..........0+: 1940 17.9 8.2 22.6 16.7 12.9 11.0 21.0 78 
a~nimals Per cent decrease under........... 1940 41.2 ; 

mines. , { 1942 1,788,774 578,871 6,929,980 602,932 2,090,506 2,652,303 4,796,490 16,417,900 35,857,756 
1G and umulative 43 weeks to Oct. 24. 1 1941 1,673,900 515,583 6,226,698 558,999 1,819,662 2,328,174 6,691,209 15,111,786 34,926,011 
864,455 Me | 1940 1,549,738 549,430 5,564,786 437,542 1,465,465 1,884,813 6,349,105 12,058,637 29,859,516 

os ent increase over............. 1941 6.9 12.3 11.3 7.9 14.9 13.9 8.6 27 

mines ~~ io a IRE on ics assim a. -_ a 28.3 

an i a er ov. e c 2 
IS, data Per cent decrease under........... 1940 ne er or or 24.5 a aa 
certain —. B 
of the Per cent to 15 year average, 107.7. 
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cent of the total tonnage reported, showed an incerase of 15.2 per 
cent over August, and held 66.3 per cent over September, 1941. 

Haulers of iron and steel products reported a little more than 2% 
per cent of the total tonnage. The volume of those commodities 
showed a decrease of 11.5 per cent under August, and dropped 15.2 per 
cent under September, 1941. 

About 5 per cent of the total tonnage reported was miscellaneous 
commodities, including tobacco, milk, textile products, bricks, build- 
ing materials, cement and household goods. Tonnage in this class 
showed an increase of 1.7 per cent over August, but declined 33.1 per 
cent under September of last year. 


Rail Highway Traffic 


Freight traffic handled on the highways by Class I steam 
railways for the second quarter this year totaled 647,335 rev- 
enue tons, of which 62,648 tons were in vehicles of the rail- 
roads and 584,687 tons were in vehicles of others, according 
to a Commission compilation of railway freight and passenger 
traffic handled on the highways by those roads, statement 
Q-225. 

The compilation includes only highway traffic moved by or 
for the railroads in cases where railway operating revenues 
have been credited with amounts received from such traffic or 
charged with amounts paid to others for performing the serv- 
ice. The regular traffic handled by separately incorporated 
highway carriers in which the railways have investments is 
not included. 

The total revenue tons carried for the second quarter rep- 
resented 7.08 per cent of all less-carload tonnage as reported 
in quarterly reports of freight commodity statistics of Class 
I steam railways. 

The number of revenue ton-miles operated for the second 
quarter was 27,393,000, of which 2,910,000 were in vehicles of 
the railroads and 24,483,000 were in vehicles of others. Miles 
a ton by railway as to all highway traffic was 42.3. 

Revenue passengers carried for the second quarter totaled 
1,012,802, of which 338,962 were carried in vehicles of the rail- 
roads and 673,840 in vehicles of others. The per cent of high- 
way passengers to total coach passengers reported by the rail- 
ways was 1.2. Revenue passenger miles totaled 21,321,339, 
of which 3,089,448 were in vehicles of the railroads and 18,- 
231,891 were in vehicles of others. The per cent of highway 
passenger-miles to total coach passenger-miles reported by 
the railways was .34. Miles a passenger a railway as-~to all 
highway traffic was 21.1 per cent. 


Freight Car Materials 


“Sales by car builders to railroads of partially or wholly 
fabricated car parts, usually produced and sold in such form 
for use in repairing and maintaining railroad freight and pas- 
senger cars, are not subject to the pricing provisions of max- 
imum price regulation No. 174 (freight car materials sold by 
car builders),” the Office of Price Administration said October 
27, adding: 


Maximum prices for such parts are to be determined under maxi- 
mum price regulation No. 136 (machines and parts and machinery 
services). 

To clear up any misunderstanding that might exist in the trade, 
however, amendment No. 1 to maximum price regulation No. 174 has 
been issued, clearly excluding such parts from that regulation’s cov- 
erage. The amendment becomes effective November 2. 

On April 29, 1942, the War Production Board (through supplemental 
general limitation order No. L-97-a-1), cancelled certain preferential 
ratings on material for railroad car construction, thereby requiring all 
freight car builders to make full use of their inventories of materials 
before they were permitted to buy more raw materials. In April, WPB 
also reduce freight car construction substantially and car builders 
were authorized to transfer to other builders or railroads any materials, 
parts or supplies they had on hand in excess of what they actually 
needed for the number of cars they were permitted to build. To speed 
the interchange of such surplus parts, a uniform pricing procedure 
was established for car builders by the issuance of maximum price regu- 
lation No. 174. 

In accordance with the industry’s desire that these transfers be 
carried out in a spirit of cooperation with the war program, the maxi- 
mum prices established by regulation 174 permit no profit to the selling 
car builder. This limitation, however, was not intended to apply to 
the sale by a car builder to a railroad of partially or wholly fabri- 
cated car parts, usually produced and sold in such form by the car 
builder, for repair of freight cars. Such sales represent the car build- 
ers’ regular business and this amendment makes clear that the maxi- 
mum prices therefore are to be found, not in regulation 174, but in 
regulation 136, machines and parts and machinery services. 


Replying to a resolution adopted by the Mid-West Ship- 
pers’ Advisory Board recommending the allocation of ma- 
terials for the construction of freight cars and locomotives 
(see Traffic World, October 3, p. 785), Andrew Stevenson, 
chief, transportation equipment branch, office of operations, 
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War Production Board, in a letter to the board, said the im. 
portance of railroad transportation to the war effort was 
“thoroughly recognized by the W. P. B.” There had been ang 
would be sufficient material allocated for cars and locomotives 
“to keep necessary transportation available to the nation.” 
he said. However, he added, it was necessary “to sirike 
balance between the requirements for railroad transportation 
and for other necessary war production.” No material should 
be consumed in transportation at the present time, except that 
necessary to produce sufficient transportation for the war ef. 
fort, he said, adding that, “if rationing comes, it will merely 
be an effort to reach this ideal.’ Continuing, he said: 


In the flow of materials under the urgent demand of war conditions, 
there must of necessity occur bottlenecks. It is impossible for human 
knowledge under our present state of development to foresee ov antici- 
pate all bottlenecks. Each bottleneck must be handled as it comes anq 
measures taken to overcome the stoppage. So far no curtailment of 
transportation has been the result of material shortage and it is not 
expected that any impairment will occur for this reason. 


PASSENGER TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Passenger revenues of Class I steam railways, exclusive of 
switching and terminal companies, for July, totaled $50,781,588 
in coaches and $36,697,197 in parlor and sleeping cars, as com- 
pared with $26,778,409 and $17,187,439, respectively, for July 
last year, according to a compilation by the Commission's 
Bureau of Transport Economics and Statistics of passenger 
traffic statistics, other than commutation, of those roads, for 
July, statement M-250. 

The number of revenue passengers carried for July was 
33,956,425, in coaches, and 3,974,139, in parlor and sleeping cars, 
as against 21,770,620 and 1,981,559, respectively, for July last 
year. The number carried one mile for July was 2,850,684,824, 
in coaches, and 1,503,218,603, in parlor and sleeping cars, as 
compared with 1,648,427,253 and 768,791,217, respectively, for 
July last year. 

For the seven months ended with July, the roads had pas- 
senger revenues of $241,229,428, in coaches, and $214,431,215, 
in parlor and sleeping cars, as against $139,191,365 and $121, 
777,550, respectively, for the like period last year. The nun- 
ber of revenue passengers carried for the seven months ended 
with July was 174,392,000, in coaches, and 23,359,487, in par- 
lor and sleeping cars, as compared with 127,035,079 and 
14,135,800, respectively, for the corresponding period last year. 
Revenue passengers carried one mile for the seven months 
ended with July totaled 13,693,084,519, in coaches, and 8,882,- 
941,530, in parlor and sleeping cars, as against 8,450,343,384 
and 5,300,418,376, respectively, for the like period last year. 


W. P. B. ADVISORY COMMITTEES 


The W. P. B. division of industry advisory committees 
has announced formation of an advisory committee for the 
general industrial equipment transportation industry, with E. 
N. Charles, Jr., assistant chief of the W. P. B. general industrial 
equipment branch, as the government presiding officer. Com- 
mittee members are: 

W. F. Clark, traffic manager, B. F. Sturtevant Co., Boston, 
Mass.; Walter E. Gregg, Jr., traffic manager, Monitor Con- 
troller Co., Baltimore, Md.; E. H. Leahy, general traffic man- 
ager, Link-Belt Cc., Chicago, Ill.; Frank S. Main, Aurora Pump 
Co., Aurora, Ill.; Ervin Manske, general traffic manager, Allis- 
Chalmers Manufacturing Co., West Allis, Wis., and C. G. 
Mochrie, general traffic manager, General Electric Co., Schenec- 
ady, N. Y. 

The division of industry advisory committees of the War 
Production Board has announced organization of an advisory 
committee for the non-metallic minerals transportation indus- 
try, with Wendell Lund as the government presiding officer 
and with the following as committee members: 


Marlon Brando, traffic manager, Calcium Carbonate Co., Chicago; 
Richard B. Carothers, president, H. C. Spinks Clay Co., Newport, Ky.; 
R. H. Frei, traffic manager, American Colloid Co., Chicago; Donald 
Hagar, consulting ceramic engineer, W. H. Loomis Tale Co., Zanes 
ville, O.; R. J. Newberry, traffic manager, Johns-Manville Corporation, 
New York City; W. Wallace Roff, vice president, Southern California 
Minerals Corporation, New York City; Robert F. Sherwood, vice presi- 
dent, United Feldspar & Milling Co., New York City, and Thomas C. 
Matthews, vice president, Pennsylvania Glass & Sand Corporation, 
Lewistown, Pa. 


GRAIN UNDER PERMIT PLAN 

The Commission, by division 3, has issued amendment No. 
4 to service order No. 80, effective October 30, naming the 
following persons as additional agents of the Commission to 
issue permits for the movement of soya beans under the terms 
of service order No. 80 at the following markets (see Traffic 
World, October 10, p. 862); C. E. Garner, Memphis, Tenn.; 
and J. C. Murray, Little Rock, Ark. 
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Pacifie Coast Delivery Time 


Delivery of Chicago freight on the Pacific Coast will re- 
vert to the eighth morning November 1, according to schedules 
worked out by transcontinental railroad traffic and operating 
men at meetings held in Chicago over the last fortnight. The 
eighth-morning delivery will put schedules back to the basis 
in effect before 1930. The increase in transit time is the second 
put in effect within a year. On November 30, 1941, a day was 
added to the six-day schedule that had been in effect since 
April, 1940 (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, 1942). The new sched- 
ules will be effective to California and north Pacific points, 
which have been on a delivery-time parity from Chicago since 
1935. They call for arrival at coast points on the evening of the 
seventh day and delivery on the morning of the eighth. Under 
them, the St. Louis delivery time to Los Angeles and San Fran- 
cisco Will be increased to seven days and the St. Louis-north 
Pacific coast time to eight days. 

The changes will also result in lengthening of the transit 
time from Chicago and St. Louis to intermediate points in Pa- 
cific and Intermountain territories. Eastbound, the delivery of 
Pacific coast freight will be seventh morning at St. Louis and 
eighth morning at Chicago, in each case a day later than at 

resent. 

’ Although the statement of the changes said nothing about 
the reasons therefor, it was known that the operating men were 
concerned about the increasing length and weight of trains 
and the limitations of locomotive supply under existing condi- 
tions. Operating difficulties that had to be met by the one-day 
lengthening of the running time a year ago had multiplied 
under the added stress of war traffic, it was said (see Traffic 
World, Oct. 10, 1942). The new action again raised the ques- 
tion about agreements among the transcontinental lines under 
which, it has frequently been alleged, short-route railroads have 
held cars for as much as 24 hours at coast delivery points in 
order to permit the longer routes to “catch up.” Shippers raised 
that question when the schedule was lengthened from six to 
seven days. None of the operating officials present at the meet- 
ings would comment on that matter when questioned, other 
than to say that, if that practice had obtained in the past, it 
had not been true in recent months. It was said that even the 
short-routes had had difficulty in meeting the seven-day sched- 
ule in those months. 


Coal Movement Control Order 


Because there are signs of tightness in the movement of 
coal to ports for transshipment, the Commission, by division 3, 
in Service Order No. 92, has placed that transportation under 
what is popularly known as the permit system. The control at 
the lower lake ports is definitely by permits. At Atlantic ports 
the technique does not provide for permits. The order was 
dated to be effective November 1. 

At the Commission’s Bureau of Service, which has charge 
of the matter, it was said the arrangement was exactly the 
same as at other times when it was felt necessary to assume 
control; also that the procedure, in substance, was that in effect 
at all times. 


The only difference created by the order, it was declared, 
was that the issuance of the order put into the hands of agents 
of the Commission the power of the Commission to enforce 
the customary routine in the event any railroad showed incl'- 
nation to handle the traffic according to its own ideas instead 
of in compliance with the requirement of a definite order. 

For the lake ports W. J. McGarry, manager of the Ore 
& Coal Exchange, at Cleveland, is made the agent of the Com- 
mission. 


W. R. Godber, joint manager of the Anthracite Tidewater 
Emergency Bureau and Northern Tidewater Bituminous Emer- 
gency Committee, is made the Commission’s agent for carrying 
out the order at ports in New York, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Pennsylvania and Maryland, his office being at 143 Liberty 
St, New York. E. D. Enny, Norfolk, Va., Bureau Manager, 
Hampton Roads Emergency Committee, is designated as the 
Commission’s agent at that point. 


_ In defining Mr. McGarry’s duties, the service order men- 
tioned the tariffs providing for the transportation of coal to 
the lake ports, and said: 


As agent, he is hereby authorized to issue permits for the move- 
ment of coal to the Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, and Lake Michigan 
Ports for transshipment by vessels in such manner as to prevent the 
accumulation of cars of coal at the lake ports by any transshipper in 
excess of the ability of such transshipper to provide vessel capacity 
for the prompt dumping of the coal. In issuing such permits the 
Commission’s agent shall also give consideration to promotion of the 
Prompt dumping of coal from cars to vessels and reduction in the de- 
tention of railroad cars held under load at the lake ports. As agent, 
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he is also authorized and directed to promote the voluntary consolida- 
tion, for transshipment, of various grades and consignment designa- 
tions of coal. As agent, he is not authorized to issue any permit which 
would conflict with the terms of General Order O. D. T. No. 9 (Sec- 
tions 502.5 to 502.8 of this title) or any permit issued under the terms 
of that order. Permits may be in blanket form or otherwise, authoriz- 
ing the shipment of a number of cars or tons of coal. Permits may be 
revoked by said agent to carry out the purposes as set forth in this 
order. 


Concerning the duties of Mr. Godber, the order said: 


As agent he is hereby authorized to represent the Commission in 
the regulation of the shipment of coal to piers in such manner as to 
prevent the accumulation of cars of coal at such piers and storage yards 
by any transshipper in excess of the ability of such transshipper to 
provide vessel capacity for the prompt dumping of the coal. As agent, 
he is authorized and directed to determine and advise the Commission 
in the establishment of the maximum number of cars which any trans- 
shipper may have on hand at any pier or storage yard or in transit 
from point of origin to said piers and storage yards. In arriving at 
said maximum number of cars said agent shall give consideration to 
past performance in dumping, as well as any other circumstances 
which will affect the ability of the transshipper to unload from cars 
to vessels. As agent, he is also authorized and directed to promote 
voluntary consolidation, for transshipment, or various grades and 
consignment designations of coal and to promote the reduction of the 
nv nber of grades and consignment designations of coal to a minimum. 
As agent, he is also authorized and directed to take the necessary ac- 
tion to bring about embargoes of transshippers, piers, or ports, to 
properly control the movement of cars used in the transportation of 
coal. 

The duties of Mr. Enny, and designation of powers, are 
the same as those pertaining to Mr. Godber, except there is 
slight variation in wording. 


COAL TRANSPORTATION 


Shipments of coal into New England by all-rail routes in- 
creased 479 carloads or approximately 26,345 tons the week 
ended October 17 as compared to the preceding week, Solid 
Fuels Coordinator for War Ickes said October 26. 

Based on tabulations by the Association of American Rail- 
roads, all-rail coal shipments to New England the week ended 
October 17 totaled 6,307 carloads or approximately 346,885 tons 
as compared to 5,828 carloads or approximately 320,540 tons 
in the week ending October 10. They were 732 carloads or 
approximately 40,260 tons greater than the amount moved in 
the comparable week of 1941. 

All-rail bituminous shipments into the area in the week 
totaled 4,051 carloads as compared to 3,516 carloads in the 
preceding week and anthracite shipments totaled 2,256 carloads 
as compared to 2,312 in the week ending October 10. 

Since January 1, 269,472 carloads of coal have been moved 
into New England by all-rail routes, an increase of 72,402 car- 
loads over the amount moved in the comparable period of 1941. 

Included in the shipments in the week ended October 17 
were 1,019 carloads of coal from southern Appalachian mines, 
a decrease of 12 carloads under the same movement in the 
preceding week. 


CONTROL OF EXPORTS AND IMPORTS 


“Several commodities which recently have been brought 
under the control of the general imports order (M-63) have 
been removed from the shipping space certificate system,” said 
Dr. W. Y. Elliott, director of the division of stockpiling and 
transportation of the War Production Board. 

“The certificate system was set up to identify shipments 
and cargoes not subject to the terms of M-63. Removal of 
certification requirements for the commodities will eliminate 
considerable paper work for both importers and government 
departments. 

“The commodities are: Bone black and bone char; cash- 
mere, alpaca, angora, llama and vicuna hair; cattle tail hair; 
tuna fish; Dallas grass seed; hemp; kapok; leather; mahogany 
logs and lumber. 

“Further modifications of the shipping space certificate list 
will be made from time to time as controls of imports through 
M-63 or other W. P. B. orders become effective. 

“The division of stockpiling and transportation is working 
continually toward simplification of procedures, and in so far 
as this objective is consistent with effective control, as little 
paper work as possible will be required of importers.” 

Future applications for licenses to export machinery, equip- 
ment, parts and materials for processing rubber will have to 
include a comprehensive statement as to the exact nature of 
the business of the ultimate user, according to an export con- 
trol order issued October 28 by the Office of Exports, Board 
of Economic Warfare. 

“The statement also must include the type of rubber arti- 
cles to be manufactured with the equipment, machinery, parts 
or materials ordered, and the reasons why such articles are con- 
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sidered to be essential in the light of present conditions,” the 
Office of Exports said. 

“Exporters applying for licenses to ship these rubber proc- 
essing materials and articles also are asked to give an estimate, 
together with such supporting statements from consignees as 
may be available, as to the status of the consignee’s existing 
stocks of the equipment, machinery, parts, or materials sought 
to be exported, and the length of time such stocks will last. 

“Any applications for export licenses for these articles and 
materials not accompanied by the information requested will be 
subject to return to the applicant without action by the Office 
of Exports.” 

In its current controls bulletin No. 54, the Office of Exports 
announced removal of its office from 2501 Que Street, N. W., 
Washington, to Temporary Building U, on Constitution Avenue 
between Fourteenth and Fifteenth streets, Washington, and 
said exporters visiting the Office of Exports would be received 
at the new address beginning November 2. The bulletin called 
attention of exporters and manufacturers to facilities offered by 
the New York City office of the Board of Economic Warfare 
and by the field offices of the Department of Commerce (listed 
in current controls bulletin No. 47), and said these offices were 
equipped to answer inquiries concerning export control prob- 
lems and procedures. 

Other matters dealt with in current controls bulletin No. 
54 are: Diamonds and tools incorporating industrial diamonds; 
extension of life of license—method of notification amended; 
rubber processing equipment; requirement of blockade control 
permit for petroleum products; general intransit licenses— 
certificates of origin and interest. 


COAL ROUTING ORDER 

Due to interruptions of normal traffic movements because 
of recent flood conditions in Maryland, Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia, resulting in an accumulation of cars loaded with coal 
on the Virginian Railway destined to South Amboy, N. J., 
routed via Sewall’s Point and Cape Charles, Va., the Commis- 
sion, by division 3, has issued service order No. 91, effective 
12:01 a. m., October 23, directing the Virginian to divert cars 
loaded with coal consigned to South Amboy, now at Roanoke 
Seales, Roanoke, Va., and/or future cars received at that point 
which are routed via Sewall’s Point, Pennsylvania Railroad 
Car Ferries, and Cape Charles, and which cannot be moved 
via that route, over the following route: Virginian Railway 
to Alta Vista, Va.; Southern Railway to Potomac Yard, Va.; 
and Pennsylvania Railroad Co beyond. 

The Commission’s order recited that inasmuch as the neces- 
sity for rerouting was demanded to be due to carrier’s dis- 
ability, the rates applicable to traffic so forwarded via Alta 
Vista and the Southern Railway “shall be the rates which were 
applicable at date of shipment over the route via Sewall’s Point 
and Cape Charles, Va.” Inasmuch as the necessity for such 
rerouting arose from circumstances beyond control of carriers, 
it said, car hire payments covering both railroad and privately 
owned cars “shall be made on the basis of the handling of cars 
as originally routed” 


“CRITICAL” KIGHWAY MATERIALS 


Ernest Kanzler, W. P. B. director general for operations, 
has made public a list of critical materials in construction of 
highways, bridges and culverts. Noting that such a list had 
been issued March 18, he said that since the critical status of 
materials with respect to supply and demand was continuously 
changing, the grouping of critical materials must be changed 
from time to time. 

“When designs call for critical materials,” he said, “applica- 
tions for preference rating should be made only: (1) when the 
work is essential to the national defense or to the health and 
safety of the civilian population, and (2) for critical materials 
which are indispensable and for which non-critical materials 
cannot be substituted.” 


TIRE CHAIN PRODUCTION CUT 


Production of tire chains has been cut 60 per cent under a 
limitation order issued by the director general for operations 
of the War Production Board. The order, L-201, limits produc- 
tion of tire chains, chain parts and emergency chain units to 16 
per cent of all passenger car and commercial vehicles chains 
that were manufactured in the 12 months period, April 1, 1941, 
to March 31, 1942, and for commercial vehicles production is 
limited to 24 per cent of all passenger car and commercial 
vehicles manufactured during the same period. Only one-fourth 
of the total permitted for the tires of passenger cars may be 
made up in complete tire chain assemblies. This provision is 
designed to insure repair or replacements of parts of used tire 
chain assemblies, says the W. P. B. 

A simplification provision in the order, it says, reduces the 
number of types of chains that may be produced and carried in 
stock by dealers from 14 to 3, and the number of chain sizes 
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used in some types from as many as 22 to 4. It also prohibits 
the production of any tire chains or tire parts of other than low 
carbon steel. The W. P. B. said this restriction would save 
small quantities of molybdenum, copper, zinc and tin, and about 
21,000 tons of carbon steel, as compared to 1941 production. 


SERVICE ORDER NO. 89 

The Commission has denied a petition filed by dealers jn 
wine grapes and grape ju.ces at Detroit, Mich., for reconsidera- 
tion and suspension of the effective date of Service Order 
No. 89. The order, prohibiting the use of refrigerator cars for 
car-peddling of wine grapes and juice grapes, became effective 
October 19. The Commission’s order showed that the petition 
was filed October 21 and denied October 28 (see ‘t'raffic World 
October 24, p. 969). 


MOVING STRATEGIC MATERIALS 

The Combined Raw Materials Board in a statement made 
on its behalf by William L. Batt, American member, and Sir 
Clive Baillieu, British member, said one of the most urgent 
problems faced by it was to obtain shipment of supplies of 
strategic materials threatened by enemy action in the Far East, 
Acting together with the shipping agencies of both countries, 
said the board, it was able to arrange emergency measures 
that brought out of Burma in time .. million and a half pounds 
of nickel-bearing ore and considerable quantities of other vita] 
raw materials. 

Where possible, continued the statement, the board had 
also recommended changes in established practices in order to 
eliminate the additional danger of losses at sea caused by 
double shipments or in shipping routes involving unnecessary 
risk by reason of their length or direction. 

‘““yhe United States no longer, for instance, ships tungsten 
to England to be made into ferro-tungsten and then shipped 
back to Canada,” said the board. “Ferro-tungsten is now sup- 
plied instead directly to Canada by the United States.” 

President Roosevelt and Prime Minister Churchill created 
the board January 26, 1942, in order to mobilize the raw ma- 
terial resources available to the United States and United King- 
dom for the most effective use by the United Nations agains. 
the nemy. 


WASHINGTON STATE RECAPTURE ORDERS 

The Department of Public Service of Washington, in the 
matter of the retention in a reserve of income in excess of a 
reasonable return, has permanently relieved railroads, their 
affiliates or subsidiaries operating as common carriers within 
Washington of compliance with general orders Nos. 7620, 7621 
and 7622 in that proceeding. These orders relate to the so- 
called recapture clause and were made applicable to all pub- 
lic service companies in the state. 

Representatives of the railroads objected to the applica- 
tion of the orders to the railroads, affiliates or subsidiaries op- 
erating as common carriers in the state. They said their com- 
panies could not comply within the time specified in the orders. 
The department said, therefore, it would relieve the ra‘lroads 
from compliance but would hold a hearing in a separate pro- 
ceeding with respect to application of the law to them. 


RAILROAD INDUSTRY ON AIR 


The United States Chamber of Commerce, November 5, 
from 9:15 to 9:30 p. m., eastern war time, will present on the 
206 stations of the Mutual Broadcasting System a radio pro- 
gram featuring a discussion between Eric A. Johnston, presi- 
dent of the chamber, and R. V. Fletcher, vice-president of the 
Association of American Railroads, on the present achievements 
and post-war potentialities of the railroad industry. This will 
— of the chamber’s series of programs entitled “Victory— 
an ou.” 


CHICAGO INFORMATION BOARD 


On the basis of present trucker use of the services of the 
Chicago Joint Information Board, the board will be able to 
continue to function, Earl Girard, Fred Olson and Sons, chair- 
man of the board of directors, said October 28. At a mass 
meeting of truckers at Chicago, October 16, he had said truck- 
ing companies had not supported the board sufficiently to 
warrant or enable it to continue functioning, the board hav- 
ing collected too few service fees to meet its expenses (see 
Traffic World, Oct. 24, p. 980). In the 10 days following his 
appeal for support, the truckers had increased their total 
number of requests for available traffic, and the board was 
collecting sufficient funds from its services to meet office ex- 
penses, he said. He said the board had decided to dispense 
with a manager for the office. John Turek, who served as 
manager, resigned two weeks ago. Mr. Girard said board mem- 
bers would be able adequately to supervise the board’s office 
staff in its duties. 
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October 31, 1942 


Petroleum Transportation 


Representative Cole, of Maryland, before retiring from 
service as a member of the House to accept an appointment by 
President Roosevelt as judge on the U. S. Customs Court, at 
New York, sent a letter to the President setting forth observa- 
tions about the petroleum situation. Mr. Cole was chairman of 
a subcommittee of the House, interstate and foreign commerce 
committee by which an investigation of the petroleum industry 
was conducted. 

In his letter Mr. Cole said that the 24-inch petroleum pipe- 
line between Longview, Tex., and Norris City, Ill., now under 
construction, must be extended to Philadelphia and the port of 
New York. He recommended that the task of dealing with pe- 
troleum industry problems be placed “in the hands of one man, 
during the war period only, who has the organization available 
to furnish the information. . . .” Such an administrator, he 
said, should have the power, among others, to acquire essential 
materials for development of oil refining and pipelining. With 
— to extension of the pipeline from Illinois to the east, 
he said: 


The demand for oil from the eastern ports will increase by leaps 
and bounds as our projected offensive gets under way. We must 
not deny to our boys their needed oil. . . We have no alternative 
method other than more pipelines to the eastern seaboard to supply 
this need. ... 

The 24-inch pipeline from east Texas to Illinois must be extended 
to Philadelphia and the port of New York. This pipeline will have a 
capacity of 300,000 barrels per day, which capacity could be increased 
to 450,000 barrels per day by additional pumping facilities when and 
if the oil were available. 

This line would release for badly needed use elsewhere an enormous 
number of tank cars, in fact, it would release tank cars to the equiva- 
lent carrying capacity of 180,000 barrels per day from east Texas to 
New York. The tank cars so released could then get their oil from 
the Gulf coast, west Texas and New Mexico, the only places where the 
wells are not being drawn upon in excess of good conservation practice. 

The amount of steel required for the pipeline is only one-twelfth 
more than that for tankers with an equivalent carrying capacity, with 
no allowance for convoying or sinking of tankers by U-boats. The cost 
of the pipeline would be only one-half that of the tankers, which cost 
is a fair measure of the man-hours required for construction by either. 
The manpower to operate greatly favors the pipeline, with more safety, 
and requires less personnel of military age. 


Chairman Nelson, of the War Production Board, 
announced October 28 that the board had approved extension 
to the eastern seaboard of the 24-inch pipeline now under con- 
struction between Longview, Tex., and Norris City, Ill. (See 
Traffic World, October 24, p. 982.) Mr. Nelson said the board’s 
decision to extend the line from Norris City to the east coast 
was made on recommendation of the Office of Petroleum 
Coordinator for War. 

“The ‘job will require 224,000 tons of steel, which will be 
allocated for this purpose,” Mr. Nelson said. 

Coordinator Ickes subsequently issued a statement saying 
that work on the line to the east coast would begin in 
December. 

“The 857-mile, $60,000,000 extension,” he said, “will assure 
a direct daily pipeline delivery of 300,000 barrels of crude oil 
for products to the eastern seaboard. Actual work awaits only 
the completion of the leg now being laid between Longview, 
Tex, and Norris City, Ill., and the transfer of construction 
crews to work sites along the routes to the east coast... . 

“The oil that this line will deliver to the refineries of. the 
New York-Philadelphia area will benefit not only our war 
industries, but, more important still, it will make possible the 
release of many oceangoing tank ships from the long water 
haul from Gulf coast ports... . The line cannot be counted on 
to provide unrestricted supplies of petroleum products for 
general civilian consumption. . . .” 

Deputy Coordinator Davies said it was expected that the 
extension would be financed in the same manner as the Long- 
view-Norris City line—by the federal government, through 
the Defense Plant Corporation. He said work would be super- 
vised by War Emergencies Pipeline, Inc., organized by the oil 
industry to build the Longview-Norris City pipeline. He added 
that aerial surveys of the proposed route to the east were com- 
Dleted last year and that ground parties already were in the 
field staking out the exact route to be followed. The route 
Would be across Indiana and Ohio to Phoenixville, Pa., and 
from that point branch lines would be laid to Philadelphia and 
New York areas, he said. He stated that the crossing of the 
Allegheny Mountains would be made “at the narrowest pos- 
sible point.’ He continued: 


When completed, the 24-inch emergency pipeline, known familiarly 
throughout the oil industry as the ‘‘big inch,’’ will be the largest ever 
Constructed for the original purpose of transporting petroleum. Its 
total length will be approximately 1,388 miles. Twenty-five pumping 
stations will force the oil from Longview to terminals at the New York- 
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Philadelphia refinery district. Initial east coast deliveries of oil via the 
“big inch’’ are expected by June 1, assuming no delay in materials 
deliveries. .. 


Rail tank car shipments of petroleum and its products 
into the Atlantic seaboard area in the week ended October 24, 
averaged 759,233 barrels a day, 9.4 per cent below the average 
of 838,163 barrels reported for the preceding week, Petroleum 
Coordinator Ickes announced in his press conference October 29. 

Industrial conversions in the present area of oil rationing 
from use of oil to use of other fuels had been completed to the 
extent that a saving of about 26,000,000 barrels of oil a year 
had been effected, Mr. Ickes announced. He said the objective 
advocated by his office in the industrial conversion program 
was a saving of 40,000,000 barrels a year. 

In the week ended October 24, 1,138 cars of fuel oil had 
moved into New England, said Mr. Ickes. He said a goal of 
1,300 cars a week, equal to 75 per cent of the average weekly 
consumption of fuel oil in New England last year, had been 
established. 

Another Pipeline Proposed 


Mr. Ickes said a second Texas-to-New York pipeline for 
refined petroleum products was needed, to parallel the 24-inch 
line for which construction material priorities had been granted 
by the War Production Board. He said he had not asked for 
priorities for the second line, adding that it would be an unwise 
policy to express gratitude (to the W. P. B.) with one hand, 
then submit an additional request with the other. He indicated 
that delivery of refined products to the eastern seaboard by 
pipeline would be instrumental in hastening the opening of a 
second front by the United Nations, by making available addi- 
tional petroleum products needed for overseas shipment. 

The proposed second pipeline to New York probably would 
be of smaller diameter than the 24-inch line, since refined 
petroleum products could be pumped through it faster than the 
crude oil in the 24-inch line, he said. 


Petroleum and Rubber Controls 


There was “a fighting chance” to keep the nation’s motor 
vehicles on rubber for the duration, but it would require the 
cooperation of every motorist, said Rubber Director Jeffers in 
a press conference, October 24, as he issued a statement brand- 
ing as “erroneous and misleading” published reports that the 
country’s rubber problem had been “licked” and that tires for 
all would be available by November 15. ; 

“We will have tires for everybody when we have the tires, 
and not before,” said Mr. Jeffers, in his statement. “There 
has been no change in the basic situation and I foresee none 
... We are going to provide all the tires possible for essential 
driving. How far we will be able to go I do not know. I do 
know that under any set of foreseeable circumstances rigid 
conservation of rubber by every car driver is an absolute and 
vital necessity, vital to the winning of the war.” 

Mr. Jeffers said there would be no change in the 35-mile 
speed limit. He indicated, however, that later, if conditions 
developed to make such a change necessary, an upward revision 
of the speed limit with respect to trucks might be considered. 

The nation-wide gasoline rationing program would go into 
effect November 22, as presently scheduled, he said. He added 
that there would be no exceptions for the oil-producing states. 
To a suggestion that a voluntary rationing system might prove 
effective, Mr. Jeffers said the situation was too serious for 
adoption of such a plan. 

A quota of 1,090,206 passenger car recapped tires and re- 
capping services for rationing in November, compared with 
939,940 in October, was announced October 26 by the Office 
of Price Administration. November truck tire quotas are 
smaller than those for the current month, following a seasonal 
pattern of declining replacement sales in fall and winter months. 
The quota of new truck tires is 179,460, compared with 202,840 
for October, with a recap allotment of 196,708, against 238,973, 
and a tube quota of 194,062, against 225,620. 

Passenger car tire quotas include tires for motorcycles, and 
the truck quotas provide for busses, farm tractors and imple- 
ments and other heavy equipment. 

The quota figures do not include the state, regional and 
national reserves kept for adjustment of emergency situations. 

Eligibility for “C’ rations of gasoline will be tightened 
under nationwide gasoline rationing, the Office of Price Ad- 
ministration has announced in making public a list of twenty 
preferred mileage uses. All types of salesmen have been 
eliminated from the preferred mileage class. The regulations 
apply to automobiles and motorcycles. 

Replying to the proposal of the Petroleum Industry War 
Council that nationwide gasoline rationing be deferred 90 
days to ascertain whether imposition of the 35-mile speed limit 
would not accomplish the same results as coupon rationing 
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(see Traffic World, October 17, p. 914), Rubber Director Jeffers 
said: 


I appreciate that prompt inauguration of these programs undoubtedly 
will cause difficulties at various places. However, it was so vitally es- 
sential that we get the program of rubber conservation under way as 
quickly as possible and that there be some checks on those who do not 
voluntarily comply, it was deemed to the best interests of everyone to 
start this program immediately. 


Price Administrator Henderson, in a reply to the Council, 
emphasized that the Baruch committee had stated that gas 
rationing was the only way of saving rubber, and that the ex- 
isting rubber situation was so dangerous that, unless corrective 
measures were taken immediately, the country would face both 
a military and civilian collapse. Continuing, he said: 


In light of these grave and weighty statements, it appears unwise 
to delay action. The number of tire miles which might be wasted in 
the course of 90 days is astronomical. Moreover, now that the program 
has been fully publicized, any postponement would result in a final 
spree of non-essential driving which would greatly accelerate this waste. 

It is true that voluntary curtailment of driving and the 35 mile 
speed limit would reduce passenger car mileage and rubber consump- 
tion, but these methods would not bring us anywhere near the 5,000 
mile a year national average set by the Baruch report as the maximum 
we can afford in view of the dire rubber shortage. The national average 
in 1941 was 10,095. In the east coast area, strict coupon rationing has 
reduced the average to 5,170 miles a year. Although this extra 170 
miles might appear to be insignificant, if this figure is multiplied by 
7,200,000, the estimated number of passenger automobiles in the east, 
and translated into tire miles, the result will demonstrate that we must 
have even more stringent regulation if we are to make any real savings 
of rubber. Obviously, if we are unable to attain the 5,000 mile average 
through well controlled coupon rationing, it will be impossible to attain 
it through voluntary rationing. 


With these facts in mind, we believe that any deferment of the pro- 
gram would destroy the effectiveness of an essential war measure. 


Asked whether a directive to centralize control of petroleum 
was under consideration, President Roosevelt, at his press 
conference October 27, said that such a proposal was under 
study but that he had nothing else to report on that matter. 

Saying that it was acting in accord with the national 
rubber conservation program, the Office of Price Administra- 
tion announced on October 28, that certain industrial and other 
plants with 100 employes or more would be required to set up 
organized transportation plans, with a committee or official 
in charge of such a plan in each plant. The O. P. A. said that 
under its new mileage regulations, this committee must review 
the applications of all employes at such establishments seek- 
ing more gasoline rations than the basic A ration book pro- 
vided, and that committee approval must be obtained before 
an application for additional gasoline was submitted to a local 
war price and rationing board. 

The O. P. A. on October 27, began the distribution of forms 
for use by motor vehicle owners in applying for basic rations 
under the nationwide mileage rationing program in the course 
of the registration period, beginning November 9. The exact 
dates on which the blanks would be available to the public 
would be announced later, the O. P. A. said. It said that space 
for listing of tire serial numbers was provided on the back of 
the gasoline ration blank and on the tire inspection record 
attached to it. Continuing, it said: 


The tire inspection record will be torn from the application form 
when the applicant registers. It contains space for the tire inspector to 
make his report following each inspection of the tires. 

In the eastern rationed area motorists are to send or mail both 
parts of the form to local war price and rationing boards. If it shows 
the applicant does not own excess tires, the board will file the applica- 
tion part of the form, and return the tire inspection record for the 
car owner’s use. If the form shows that excess tires have not been dis- 
posed of, the board will ask the car owner for an explanation, and he 
may be required to surrender his gasoline ration. A passenger car may 
not be operated on and after December 12 without a tire inspection 
record. 

Owners of the following classes of vehicles are specifically in- 
structed not to use the basic ration application form, since others will 
be provided for their use: (1) An ambulance or hearse; (2) a vehicle 
held by a dealer for sale; (3) a taxi, jitney, or a car available for 
public rental; (4) a vehicle which is part of a fleet of three or more 
passenger cars or three or more motorcycles and used by the same 
person for the same or related occupations. 


PETROLEUM INSTITUTE TRANSPORTATION MEETING 


In connection with the annual meeting of the American 
Petroleum Institute at Chicago there will be an evening ses- 
sion, November 9, at the Palmer House, with a program de- 
voted to war transportation. Leo Huff, Pure Oil Company, 
Chicago, will preside. A. F. Niness of the Office of Defense 
Transportation, Washington, D. C., will speak on “Wartime 
Regulation of Motor Transport’; R. S. Williams, of the Chi- 
cago office of the O. D. T., on “Wartime Automotive Mainte- 
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nance,” and J. F. Winchester, Standard Oil Company of New 
Jersey, New York, on “Wartime Problems of Motor Trans. 
port Petroleum Carriers.” Motor operators and their repre. 
sentatives have been invited to attend. The Central Motor 
Freight Association has relayed the invitation to its members 
in a bulletin. 


SERVICING OF FLORIDA PIPELINES 


A meeting of all tank barge and tug operators in the en. 
tire Gulf district will be held at New Orleans, November 6, to 
discuss the servicing of southeastern and Florida pipelines, 
The meeting was called by Henry F. DeBardeleben, chairmay 
of the O. D. T. Gulf Regional Advisory Committee, at the re. 
quest of Ernst Holzborn, assistant director of the O. D. T. 
waterways division. Questions of supply as well as transporta- 
tion will be discussed. 


Highway Questions at Polls 


The National Highway Users Conference has issued a com- 
pilation of amendments to state constitutions and referred 
measures to be voted on by the electors at the general elections 
November 3. Included in the compilation are the followinz: 

California 


Referred Measure—Ballot Position, No. 1.—‘‘Hot Cargo’’—‘‘Second- 
ary Boycott’’—(Submitted by referendum petition, Chapter No. 623, 
1941 Regular Session). Declares unlawful ‘‘hot cargo’’ and ‘“‘secondary 
boycott,’’ allowing person injured injunction and damages. Defines 
“thot cargo’’ as combination or agreement resulting in employer's or 
employe’s refusal to handle goods or perform services because of 
another employer’s labor dispute or contract; ‘‘secondary boycott’ as 
combination or agreement to cease performing services or cause any 
employer loss to induce him to refrain from business with another 
employer because of latter’s labor dispute. 


Florida 


Constitutional Amendment—Motor Fuel Tax—Use—(Proposed by 
the Legislature, S. J. R. 324, 1941 Regular Session). To amend Article 
IX of ti.e Constitution, by adding a new section creating a State Board 
of Administration; prescribing its powers and duties, and providing 
for the use of proceeds of 2 cents per gallon of the gasoline or other 
motor fuel tax for (1) the payment and retirement of all outstanding 
bonds issued by any county or special road and bridge district prior 
to first day of July, 1931, for road and bridge purposes, and for 
(2) public highway purposes. 

lowa 

Constitutional Amendment—Motor Vehicle License Fees and Motor 
Vehicle Fuel Taxes—Use—(Proposed by the Legislature, S. J. R. 1, 
1941 Regular Session).—To add Section 8 to Article VII of the Consti- 
tution, to provide that all motor vehicle registration fees and all licenses 
and excise taxes on motor vehicle fuel, except cost of administration, 
shall be used exclusively for the construction, maintenance and super- 
vision of the public highways exclusively within the state or for the 
payment of bonds issued for the construction of such public highways 
and the payment of interest on such bonds. ; 

Oregon 

Constitutional Amendment—Official Ballot Nos. 304 and 305. Gaso- 
line and Motor Vehicle Tax Fund—Uses—(Proposed by the Legislature, 
S. J. R. 11, 1941 Regular Session). Amends Section 3, Article IX, by 
adding the provision that proceeds from any taxes levied on storage, 
withdrawal, use, sale, distribution, importation, or receipt of motor 
vehicle fuel, ani on ownership, operation, or use of motor vehicles 
shall, after payment of cost of administration and authorized refunds 
and credits, be used exclusively for construction, reconstruction, im- 
provement, repair, maintenance, operation, use and policing of public 
highways, including retirement of bonds for which revenues are 
pledged, and for acquisition, development, maintenance, care and use 


of parks, recreational, scenic and iistoric places, and publicizing of 
such uses and things. 


West Virginia 
Constitutional Amendment—‘‘Good Roads Amendment’’—(Proposed 
by the Legislature, Chapter 11, Laws of 1941). A proposal to add 
Section 52 to Article 6, to prevent diversion of highway funds. 


ALASKA HIGHWAY OPENED 


Secretary Stimson, of the War Department, announced 
October 29 that the highway to Alaska had been opened to 
truck traffic for its entire length of 1,671 miles. He said 
trucks were now transporting munitions and other materials 
for U. S. military forces in Alaska over the highway. He said 
that a formal opening of the new route probably would be held 
November 15 at the U. S.-Canada border. 

Delegate Diamond, of Alaska, speaking in the House, urged 
extension of the highway to the shores of Behring Sea or the 
Behring Straits. 

GENERAL BOX CRANKSHAFT CONTAINER 

General Box Company has designed a special box for over- 
seas shipment of diesel motor. crankshafts. It is made of se 
lected woods, wire bound, and contains bracing blocks to sup- 
port the crankshaft, in order to afford maximum protection 
under conditions of rough handling. 
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October 31, 1942 


0. D. T. Motor Certificates 


Answers to questions most frequently asked about Gen- 
eral Order O. D. T. No. 21, have been issued by the Office of 
Defense Transportation as follows: 


Q. What is the principal requirement of General Order O. D. T. 
No. 21? A. The order will make it unlawful for any person to operate 
a truck, bus, taxicab or other commercial motor vehicle not specifi- 
cally exempt from the order without a Certificate of War Necessity 
for that vehicle. 

Q. When does the order become effective? A. Effective date of the 
Order is November 15. 

Q. How does an operator of a commercial motor vehicle make ap- 
plication for his Certificate of War Necessity? A. Application blanks 
have been mailed to all persons registered on December 31, 1941, as com- 
mercial motor vehicle operators. Each application blank was accom- 
panied by detailed instructions and a self-addressed return envelope. 

Q. Do all commercial motor vehicle operators use the same type of 

application blank? A. No. Operators of one or two self-powered ve- 
hicles must file single-unit applications for each vehicle; operators of 
more than two self-powered vehicles must file fleet applications covering 
ll vehicles. 
” Q. If an operator receives the wrong type of application, what 
should he do? A. He should return the application at once in the self- 
addressed envelope accompanying the application, with a notation as 
to the number of vehicles operated. It is essential that such operators 
report the number of vehicles operated, since a new application blank 
cannot be forwarded to an operator until this information has been ob- 
tained. 

Q. If a person operates trucks for hauling dry freight, tank trucks 
and busses, how should his application be filed? A. He must file a sep- 
arate application for each group of vehicles. 

Q. If a fleet of vehicles of the same type (such as trucks used for 
hauling dry freight) includes some units powered by diesel motors and 
some by gasoline motors, should they be treated as separate groups in 
applying for Certificates? A. Yes. Vehicles using fuel oil for power 
should be covered by one application or set of applications, and those 
using gasoline for power should be covered by one application or set of 
applications. 

Q. Will fleet operators receive a Certificate for each vehicle? A. 
Yes. A Fleet Unit Certificate will be issued for each vehicle. 

Q. How soon must the application be submitted? A. Every operator 
must return his completed application or applications not later than ten 
days from the date of receipt of the blanks to be assured of receiving 
his Certificate by November 15. The applications should be returned 
earlier if possible. 

Q. What will a Certificate of War Necessity govern? A. It will limit 
the number of miles that a vehicle may be operated and the number 
of gallons of gasoline that may be purchased for the vehicle and, in 
most cases, the minimum loads that may be carried. 

Q. What if an operator fails to obtain a Certificate before November 
15? A. He cannot lawfully operate a vehicle on the highways after that 
date until a certificate has been issued for that vehicle. 

Q. Will it be possible for an operator to obtain gasoline without 
a certificate? A. No. A certificate must be presented to the local ra- 
tioning board in order to obtain authority to purchase gasoline. 

Q. Is it also necessary to present a certificate in purchasing tires 
or repair parts? A. Yes. Authorization to purchase tires will not be 
given unless a certificate governing the operations of the vehicle for 
which tires are sought is presented to the local rationing board. Repair 
-_ also may not lawfully be purchased or installed without a cer- 
ificate. 

Q. What does the term ‘‘commercial motor vehicle’ include for 
purposes of the order? A. The term embraces all types of rubber tired 
vehicles propelled or drawn by mechanical power and built or rebuilt 
primarily for the purpose of transporting property, including all types 
of trucks, but not including motorcycles, and all types of passenger 


carrying vehicles except private passenger cars which are not available 
for public rental. 


Q. If an owner uses his car to haul persons to and from work and 
accepts compensation for this service, is he required to have a cer- 
tifieate for that vehicle? A. Not unless the vehicle is used in some other 
service for compensation, in which event a certificate must be obtained. 

Q. If a private passenger car is used in connection with a person‘s 
business, does the car require a certificate? A. Not unless there is a 
structural change in the automobile to adapt if primarily for the pur- 
pose of transporting property. 

Q. What constitutes a structural change? A. Actual transforma- 
tion of the car from a passenger carrier to a property carrier, such as 
a of the rear portion of a sedan body and installation of a rack 
or box, 

Q. If the rear seats of a station wagon or suburban carryall are 
Temoved, does such a vehicle require a certificate? A. Yes, if the seats 
are permanently removed to adapt the vehicle as a property carrier. 

Q. What about a sedan from which the rear doors and seat cush- 
lons have been removed? A. Removal of rear doors and seat cushions 
does not constitute a structural change. Therefore, a certificate for such 
a vehicle is not required. 

Q. Are owners of vehicles which are leased to other persons re- 
quired to obtain certificates for such vehicles? A. Yes. 

Q. Must a person who leases a vehicle from another person obtain 
4 certificate for the vehicle? A. Yes, if the vehicle is leased for a period 
of seven or more consecutive days. 

Q. If a vehicle is leased for five days, say Monday through Friday, 
ls it considered to have been leased for seven or more consecutive 
days? A. Yes. The lessee must obtain a certificate, even though there 


- 8a break in the continuity of the lease. The fact that the lessee op- 
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erates a vehicle under separately executed weekly leases and does not op- 
erate on Saturday and Sunday does not exempt him from the necessity 
of obtaining a certificate. 

Q. What will the lessor’s and the lessee’s certificate cover? A. The 
lessor’s certificate will cover mileage and gasoline; the lessee’s cer- 
tificate will cover only mileage. 

Q. Do the rules pertaining to leasing of vehicles apply to both 
trucks and passenger cars? A. Yes. 

Q. If a lessee has not obtained an application blank for a Cer- 
tificate of War Necessity for the vehicle or vehicles leased, what must 
he do? A. He should apply at once to his O. D. T. Motor Transport 
Division district office for Form CWN-4, fill out the form and return 
it to the district office. 

Q. Must an owner who has not received his application blank in 
the mail also apply to his district O. D. T. office for Form CWN-4? A. 
Yes. This form must be filled out and returned to the office from which 
it was obtained, so that the O. D. T. will have information necessary 
to forward the proper application or applications to the operator. 

Q. What vehicles are exempt from General Order O. D. T. No. 21? 
A. The order itself exempts commercial motor vehicles operated by or 
under the direction of the armed forces of the state or federal govern- 
ments; vehicles operated by dealers for the purpose of selling such ve- 
hicles, and vehicles having a seating capacity of not more than seven 
persons when used to carry the owner and other persons to and from 
work, if the vehicle is not used in any other service for compensation. 
Exemption Order O. D. T. No. 21-1, issued October 22, exempts the 
following types of vehicles from the order: Industrial motor vehicles 
equipped with solid rubber tires or pneumatic tires not designed for 
use on the highways, and used within industrial plants, warehouses, 
docks and terminals for intra-plant movement of property; motor 
graders, scrappers, scoops, bulldozers, and other similar vehicles 
equipped with solid rubber tires or pneumatic tires and used in con- 
struction or maintenance work; planters, broadcast seeders, fertilizer 
distributors, sprayers and other similar machines equipped with solid 
rubber tires or pneumatic tires and used in farming operations; farm 
trailers and semitrailers, and other trailers and semitrailers equipped 
with solid rubber tires or pneumatic tires regularly drawn or powered 
by private passenger automobiles, and motorcycles and motor scooters 
available for public rental, are exempted from all provisions of the 
order, except Section 501.101, Control of Vehicles. 


Q. Must the state and federal governments obtain certificates for 
all non-military commercial vehicles under their control? A. Yes. All 
commercial motor vehicles not specifically exempt from the order will 
be required to carry certificates, regardless of ownership. 


Q.—If an applicant is unable to determine the quantity of gasoline 
which has been allowed him by his ration board, what answer shall 
he make to question 29 on his application for a Certificate of War 
Necessity? A.—He should estimate the quantity and place the esti- 
mated figure, preceding it by the letter ‘‘E,’’ in the space provided. 

Q.—Can an applicant obtain an extension of time for the return of 
application? A.—No. Extensions are not being granted. All applica- 
tions should be in the mail not later than November 2. 

Q.—What should a person do who receives an application for a 
vehicle which has been disposed of by the registered owner? A.—The 
blank must be returned in the self-addressed envelope provided, with 
a notation as to the disposal of the vehicle; i. e.: ‘‘Vehicle sold,’’ or 
‘“‘Scrapped.”’ 

Q.—If an application is received for a vehicle which is owned by 
a person who has been called into the armed forces and is unaccessible, 
what should be done with the application? A.—A person empowered 
to act for the owner—such as a parent of an owner who is a minor, 
or a person who holds power-of-attorney for the owner—should fill 
out and sign the application. 

Q.—If a passenger car is used for delivery or service purposes is 
it considered a ‘‘commercial motor vehicle,’’ thus requiring a Certifi- 
cate of War Necessity? A.—No, unless a structural change is made 
in the car converting it to commercial use. Simply removing the rear 
seat and installing a rod across the top, such as might be done by dry 
cleaners to deliver and pick up clothes, would not be considered a 
‘*structural change.’’ 

Q.—If a truck is used wholly within a private piece of property, 
such as a ranch or farm, and no state license has been purchased for 
the truck, is a Certificate of War Necessity required for the operation 
of that truck? A.—yYes. A state vehicle license, or lack of one, has 
no bearing upon the requirements for a Certificate of War Necessity. 

Q.—Are return envelopes franked? A.—No. A stamp is necessary. 

Q.—Are fire trucks, police cars, public ambulances, etc., required 
to have Certificates of War Necessity? A.—Yes. These vehicles are not 
exempt from the order. 

Q.—Will the fact that a truck is used in work essential to the 
operation of a Defense Plant have any bearing upon the amount of 
gasoline which will be allowed? A.—Not in the first instance. All 
applicants, if they feel their allotment of gasoline is too low, have 
the privilege of appealing to their District O. D. T. offices. 

Q.—If a carrier owns more than two self-powered commercial mo- 
tor vehicles and receives only single unit applications, what should 
he do? A.—He should return the single unit application at once, stat- 
ing the number of vehicles owned and requesting a fleet application 
blank. 

Q.—Do two truck tractor units and two trailers constitute a fleet 
under the order? A.—No. The number of self-powered vehicles owned 
determines whether the operator requires single unit or fleet applica- 
tions. Only persons owning more than two self-powered commercial 
motor vehicles require fleet applications. 

Q.—Does this mean that Certificates are not required for commer- 
cial trailers? A.—No. Certificates also are required for such trailers. 

Q.—How must applications for Certificates covering trailers be 
made? A.—Single unit operators (those with one or two self-powered 
vehicles) should file a separate application for each trailer. Trailers 
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which are owned by fleet operators should be covered in the fleet 
application. 


Director Eastman, in a radio address the night of October 
28, said that in each of the 142 districts established by the 
O. D. T. throughout the country in connection with issuance 
of Certificates of War Necessity to operators of commercial 
vehicles, under provisions of general order O. D. T. 21, exam- 
iners would specialize in the problems of particular groups. 

“These examiners,” he said, “will call in the operators 
within each group and consult with them about plans for the 
elimination of unnecessary mileage, wasteful competitive prac- 
tices, and the swapping of vehicles or services. We must have 
their help.” 

He said the O. D. T. realized that in many cases the terms 
of the first certificate would ‘miss the mark,’ and added that 
it would be necessary to revise the certificates from time to 
time, “sometimes upward, sometimes downward.” He solicited 
the advice of committees of the industries that operated trucks 
in connection with their business and the advice of organiza- 
tions of farmers, merchants, carriers and state and municipal 
authorities. 

“Every operator of a truck, bus or taxicab owes a real 
duty to his nation to keep that vehicle in operation,” said Mr. 
Eastman. “To do that, you must have a Certificate of War 
Necessity. I call upon you, in the name of your nation’s se- 
curity, to take the steps necessary to get one.” 

Mailing of application blanks for O. D. T. Certificates of 
War Necessity by which the O. D. T. would assume control 
over use of all the commercial vehicles of the country Novem- 
ber 15, had been completed in every county in the United 
States, the O. D. T. announced, October 24. It warned vehicle 
operators to return the application blanks, properly filled out, 
immediately, so that certificates could be issued by November 
15. After that date, it said, no gasoline, tires or parts might 
be purchased for any commercial vehicle not carrying a Cer- 
tificate of War Necessity. It advised operators to make full 
use of the instruction booklets sent to them with the applica- 
tion blanks. 

“Commercial vehicle operators who have not received their 
application blanks should obtain form CWN-4 from their dis- 
trict O. D. T. offices,” the O. D. T. said. “Form CWN-4 is a 
request for an application blank. Two types of applications, 
one for persons owning one or two vehicles, and one for per- 
sons owning more than two, were issued. Any owner who 
receives the wrong type of application should return it at once 
to the O. D. T. central mailing office at Detroit, Mich., with a 
request for a proper blank.” 


Director Eastman said all applications for Certificates of 
War Necessity should be put in the mail not later than Novem- 
ber 2, because applications mailed after that date might not 


arrive in time for the O. D. T. to issue the certificate by 
November 15. 


Certificates of War Necessity will not be required for ve- 
hicles “laid up” indefinitely until they are placed back in opera- 
tion, the Office of Defense Transportation has explained. 

“This is because the Certificates of War Necessity, required 
for all motor vehicles on the road beginning November 15, are 
issued for the operation of each vehicle, and not for the vehicle 
itself,” it said. 

The O. D. T. drew a distinction between vehicles in “dead 
storage” and those used as stand-by equipment, stating that 
vehicles in dead storage, such as a farmer’s truck that would 
not be placed in use until spring, or a taxicab out of service 
because of a curtailment order, need not have certificates now. 
Stand-by equipment, currently available to be pressed into 
service whenever needed, however, should have Certificates of 
War Necessity by the November 15 deadline, it said. 

To expedite the issuance of Certificates of War Necessity, 
application blanks are being made available at all district 


offices of the O. D. T. division of motor transport, according to 
the O. D. T. 


“The application blanks are for the use of commercial mo- 
tor vehicle operators who did not receive their application 
blanks by mail from the O. D. T. central mailing office at 
Detroit,” it said. 

“Any operator of a truck, bus, taxicab or other commercial 
motor vehicle who has not yet received an application for a 
Certificate of War Necessity should report this fact at once, 
either in person or by mail, to the O. D. T. district office serv- 
ing the county in which he lives.” 


Oo. D. T. APPOINTMENTS 


Director Eastman has announced the appointment of H. H. 
Kiernan, of Vicksburg, Miss., as executive assistant to the 
director of the division of railway transport of the O. D. T. 
Mr. Kiernan since January has been administrative officer in 
the division. 





TRAFFIC WORLD 


0. D. T. No. 17 Interpretations 


A customer who receives a delivery from a store, or other 
business establishment in the establishment’s truck, under gen. 
eral order O. D. T. No. 17, may not send his own truck to the 
store to pick up additional material in the calendar day, ae. 
cording to Jack Garrett Scott, general counsel of the Ofiice of 
Defense Transportation. 


The order specifically provides that “. . . no person shal] 
cause to be made by motor truck . . . more than one delivery 
from any one point of origin to any one point of destination 
during any calendar day.” In an interpretation of the order 
Mr. Scott said: 


Question: If a local carrier, whose operations are subject to gen. 
eral order O. D. T. 17, makes a delivery to a customer, also a carrier 
subject to the order, at his place of business, may the customer, dur. 
ing the same day, send his own truck to the local carrier’s place of 
business to pick up another order for delivery to the customer’s place 
of business? 

Decision: No. Sec. 501.68 provides: ‘‘* * * no person shall cause 
to be made by motor truck * * * (c) more than one delivery from 
any one point of origin to any one point of destination during any 
calendar day * * *.’’ Under the definition of the term ‘‘delivery” in 
Sec. 501.65 (i) of the order, points of origin and destination are refer. 
able to the points of origin and destination of a truck. A customer 
who ordered goods of a local carrier for delivery by truck would cause, 
in part, the first delivery by the local carrier’s truck and would also 
cause the second delivery by his own truck. Both trucks would be 
operated from the same point of origin, viz. the local carrier’s place 
of business, to the customer’s place of business. Consequently, the 
customer would cause more than one delivery in a calendar day. 


Three questions concerning the provisions of general per- 
mit O. D. T. No. 17-12 were answered in the following interpre- 
tation issued by Mr. Scott: 


Question No. 1: What is the meaning of the term ‘‘territorial limits 
of a construction project,’’ as such term is used in Sec. 521.2887 of 
general permit O. D. T. No. 17-12? 

Decision: The term ‘‘territorial limits of a construction project,” 
as used in said Sec. 521.2887, includes the space to be occupied by the 
completed project and, in addition, so much space contiguous thereto 
as is reasonably necessary to be occupied in the course of the con- 
struction of the project. * Such space may extend into a portion of or 
across a highway or other public place. 


Question No. 2: Is a carrier engaged in the transportation by motor 
truck of property, used or to be used on, or in connection with, a 
construction project, relieved by the provisions of Sec. 521.2887 (gen- 
eral permit O. D. T. No. 17-12), from compliance with certain of the 
requirements contained in general order O. D. T. No. 17, as amended, 
while such carrier is operating his trucks to or from any place and 
over routes not wholly within the territorial limits of such construction 
project? 

Decision: No. The partial exemption provisions of Sec. 521.2887 
of general permit O. D. T. 17-12 do not include within their scope any 
operations of a motor truck which do not take place ‘‘wholly within 
the territorial limits of a construction project.’’ A motor carrier is, 
therefore, so relieved from compliance in respect of the operations of 
any motor truck which is, and only while it is, engaged in transport- 
ing certain property between points and over routes wholly within the 
territorial limits of such a project. 


Question No. 3: May a carrier make more than one delivery of 
construction materials or supplies during a calendar day from a place 


outside the territorial limits of a construction project to a_ point 
therein? 


Decision: No. Unless the quantity of materials or supplies to be 
delivered exceeds the capacity load of the truck engaged in the de- 
livery. In such event, each delivery except the final delivery must be 
a capacity load delivery. The provisions of subparagraph (1) of para- 
graph (c) of Sec. 501.68 of the order permit the making of more than 
one delivery from any one point of origin to any one point of des- 
tination during a calendar day when ‘‘the property to be delivered 
exceeds the capacity load of the motor truck engaged in the delivery 
thereof, in which event each delivery, except the final delivery, shall 
be a capacity load delivery.’’ In addition the provisions of Sec. 501.70 
(a) (4) permit more than one delivery in a day by ‘‘any motor truck 
operated exclusively in connection with the construction and mainte- 
nance of essential telegraph, telephone, organized radio communica- 
tions, electric light and power, gas and water supply utilities, and 
pipelines, railroads, street railways and public highways.” 


MORE MONEY FOR O. D. T. 


An additional appropriation of $5,200,000 for the Office of 
Defense Transportation for the current fiscal year is provided 
for in H. R. 7672, the defense appropriation bill. The bill has 
been approved by the President. The appropriation wil! make 
available a total of $12,416,515 for the O. D. T. for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943 (see Traffic World, October 10, P- 
865). Of the total additional appropriation $4,770,000 was 
asked to carry forward the work held necessary in connection 
with hag issuance of Certificates of War Necessity for motor 
vehicles. 
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October 31, 1942 


Pressure Against 0. D. T. No. 18 


Shipper pressure for a postponement of the effective date 
of O. D. T. general order No. 18, intended to obtain the max- 
imum loading of freight cars, was represented by members of 
Director Eastman’s staff to be heavy, if not very heavy, at 
the end of October. The order was dated to be effective 
November 1. Members of the Director’s staff intimately con- 
cerned in the matter made positive assertions then that there 
would be no postponement. 


Reports that the order was being revised were also denied. 
The reports were believed to be due to the fact that those in 
charge of the administration of the order were continually 
adding to that part of the order known as “detail-of special 
direction No. 1”. That part of the order carries definitions 
of straight carload shipments. For illustration, a straight car- 
joad under that part, among other things, says as to liquids: 
“Liquids in metal drums of not less than 40 gallons capacity 
each shall be loaded, each drum placed on end in one tier 
covering the entire floor space of the car.” 


Such items, it was said at O. D. T., were being added 
as fast as industries reached understandings as to what con- 
stituted a car fully loaded within the requirements of the 
order. It was pointed out, however, that they did not con- 
stitute “exemptions” from the terms of the order, as implied 
by reports, or a widening of exemptions. 


The object of such understandings, it was explained, was 
to close the door to chiselers. For illustration, it was assumed 
that a car could carry 70,000 pounds of canned peaches. There- 
fore, as soon as there was such an understanding in the canning 
industry, it would be incorporated in the part of the order 
indicated. The object would be to prevent the movement of 
acar containing only 60,000 pounds, sold by a “‘chiseler’” obtain- 
ing an order from a dealer who could not handle 70,000 pounds 
as readily as 60,000, on the chiseler’s holding out that he 
could ship the lighter load by reason of influence or some other 
form of pressure on a railroad or some of its agents. Until 
the order has a reasonably complete list of understandings in 
industries as to what can be done, it is suggested, there will 
be room for the “smart” dealer. 


Naturally, it was explained, until there were many such 


understandings attempts to prosecute shippers could not be 
undertaken. 


Questions on O. D. T. 18 


The Office of Defense Transportation has issued the follow- 


ing questions and answers relating to general order O. D. T. 
No. 18, revised: 


Q. What is the principal requirement of general order O. D. T. No. 
18, Revised ? 

A. It prohibits carriers with certain exceptions from accepting for 
transportation any cars containing civilian freight shipments which are 
not loaded either to the marked weight capacity of the car or to the 
full visible capacity. 

Q. When does the order become effective? A. On November 1. 

Q. What does the order define as ‘‘weight capacity’”’ of a car? A. 
The capacity in pounds stenciled on the side of the car or shown under 
the heading ‘‘Capacity’’ in the Official Railway Equipment Register. 

Q. Does this mean the same as ‘‘load limit’’ of the car? A. No. 
The ‘load limit,’’ usually also stenciled on the side of a car, usually 
runs considerably higher than the ‘‘weight capacity.”’ 

Q. Do the maximum load requirements of Order 18, Revised, apply 
to shipments loaded on flat cars or in tank cars? A. No. Flat cars and 
tank cars are exempted from the order’s provisions. Q. Does maximum 
loading under this order apply to less-than-carload freight? A. No. 
All lel shipments are covered in General Order O. D. T. No. 1. 

Q. May a shipment be loaded in excess of the marked weight ca- 
pacity of the car? A. The revised order provides for loading with ‘‘a 
quantity of freight which equals or exceeds in weight the marked ca- 
pacity in pounds.’’ 

Q. What is considered loading to the ‘‘full visible capacity’ of a 
= A. Loading which utilizes all the practicable stowage space in the 

A 

Q. Is there any provision for the loading of such freight as might 
be damaged if the maximum loading requirements are applied? A. The 
order specifically states that nothing in its provisions shall be construed 
a requiring that cars shall be loaded to such an extent or in such a 
Manner as to create a transportation hazard, cause damage to the lad- 
ing or injury to persons engaged in loading or unloading such cars, or 
that cars used for freight requiring refrigeration, heat or ventilation 
a, leaded beyond the heating, refrigerating or ventilating capacity of 

e cars. 

Q. Is it the responsibility of the shipper or the carrier to determine 
Whether capacity loading will result in a transportation hazard, damage 
to the lading or injury to persons? A. The shipper is charged. under 
the order, with the responsibility of certifying on the bill of lading 
the exceptions or the permit covering any failure to load to capacity. 

€ carrier is primarily responsible for determining whether the load- 
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ing requirements have been met by a shipper. Controversies between 
carriers and shippers with respect to this phase of the order may be 
referred to the Office of Defense Transportation for determination. 


Q. Are certificates and permits covering shipments subject to in- 
vestigation? A. They are, and appropriate action will be taken by O. 
D. T. where willful violations of the loading requirements occur. 


Q. In determining maximum loading which can be accomplished 
without damage to lading, how can the rule be applied with uniformity 
to avoid discrimination and competitive disadvantages? A. The War 
Production Board’s Division of Stockpiling and Transportatidn is co- 
operating with O. D. T. in correlating the practice of shippers with 
respect to safe practicable loading of commodities susceptible to damage 
by capacity loading. The W. P. B. recommendations will be reviewed 
by O. D. T. and where these recommendations are consistent with the 
spirit of Order No. 18, Revised, they may be published as special direc- 
tions fixing uniform standards for the loading of various commodities. 


Q. If a shipper orders a car of particular capacity, and the carrier 
furnishes a larger car, must the shipper load to the larger car’s ca- 
pacity? A. Yes, unless a special permit is issued. 


Q. How may such a permit be obtained quickly in the event the 
shipper finds it impossible to load to the larger capacity? A. The order 
permits the chief operating officer or the division super.ntendent of 
the initial carrier to issue such permit in cases where unusual circum- 
stances warrant such action. 


Q. How is the order to apply on shipments loaded at points not 
equipped with scales, and found to be “‘light’’ at the scale station? A. 
Movement from the loading station by the carrier constitutes ‘‘ac- 
ceptance,’’ and such car should not ordinarily be held at the scaling 
station or returned to the shipper for completion of the load. A. No. 

Q. Will the loading of commodities to the minimum weights re- 
quired by the tariff to obtain carload rates be considered as meeting 
the requirements of the order? A. No. 

In cases where consignees are limited by government regulation as 
to the amount of inventory they may carry in stock, will such restric- 
tions bring shipments of materials to these consignees under the order’s 
exemptions? A. Yes, but appeals should be made to the government 
agency responsible for the restrictions for such modifications as will 
permit compliance with the order. 

Q. Do the order’s provisions apply to a shipment originating at a 
point in Canada? A. No. But capacity loading must be observed on 
shipments originating in the United States and destined to Canadian 
points. 

Q. Are any provisions made in the order for consolidation of ship- 
ments? A. Yes. It is possible for not more than three shippers to 
unite in loading two or more cars with the same different commodities 
in order to make up the maximum load. These cars may be consigned 
to not more than three consignees at from one to three destinations, in 
the direct line of movement. 

Q. In the event such consolidated shipments are loaded or unloaded 
on a switching road, who assumes the switching charge? A. This must 
be determined by the applicable tariff provisions. 

Q. Is it permissible for a carrier to accept a partially loaded car 
from a shipper and then fill out the load with lcl cargo to break bulk 
at the destination of the carload shipment? A. No, unless a special 
permit is issued by O. D. T. to cover such move. 

Q. Shall the shipper or the rail carrier apply to O. D. T. for special 
or general permits? A. The shipper must apply, giving full details as 
to why the provisions of the order cannot be complied with. The per- 
mit, if issued, is mailed to the shipper but is directed to the railroad. 
If the carrier is the shipper, the carrier must make the application. 


Q. Where two or more cars are used in transporting a single con- 
signment of freight moving all-rail, is it necessary that each car be 
loaded to the extent provided by the order? A. Yes, unless a special 
permit has been issued to cover the movement. 


Q. Will the fact that certain commodities are marketed and dis- 
tributed on the basis of trade units developed over a long period of 
time justify exceptions to the loading requirements of the order? A. 
No, it is expected that there must be considerable readjustment in 
marketing practices which will cause inconvenience, extra expense and 
even some hardship, but these factors must necessarily be subordi- 


nated in the interest of the accomplishment of the essential objective 
of the order. 


Q. What are the general exceptions to the order? A. The general 
exceptions are: (a) Freight shipped by or consigned to the army, navy, 
coast guard or marine corps; freight consisting principally of airplanes, 
armaments, guns and military vehicles including tanks and processed 
parts thereof, and marine equipment consigned to the Maritime Com- 
mission or the War Shipping Administration; (b) tariff minimum car- 
load shipments of commodities which have been allocated or limited - 
by a regulation of any government agency in such quantity as to pre- 
clude shipment of an amount sufficient to meet the maximum loading 
requirements; (c) shipments of explosives; (d) freight moving in ac- 
cordance with ‘‘clean out’’ or ‘‘remnant rules,’’ or ‘‘gathering rates 
and rules’’ in applicable tariffs; (e) carload freight moving to inter- 
mediate points between origin and destination for consolidation of ship- 
ments or for stopping in transit to complete loading or for partial un- 
loading; (f) freight loaded into cars which cannot be interchanged; 
(g) freight to be unloaded at points on railroads in Cuba; (h) live 
stock and other shipments of live animals or poultry: (i) cotton or 
cotton liners in bales; (j) material and equipment load by a carrier 
to be moved over its own lines only; (k) carload shipments when au- 
thorized by or made in accordance with any special permit issued by 
the chief operating officer or division superintendent of the initial car- 
rier where, because of unusual circumstances, such officer believes 
compliance with the order would result in inefficient use of cars or mo- 


tive power, or where such permit is required for reasons of military 
necessity. 
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0. D. T. Local Transport Work 


Consolidation of the activities of state and municipal ad- 
ministrators of local transport operations, appointed by gov- 
ernors and mayors at the suggestion of the O. D. T., with the 
activities of the Highway Traffic Advisory Committee of the 
War Department and of the Office of Defense Tarnsportation’s 
division of local transport had been the subject of conferences 
of members of the Highway Traffic Advisory Committee with 
O. D. T. officials, said Director Eastman of the O. D. T. in 
an address before the American Municipal Association, meeting 
in Chicago. 

Mr. Eastman said that “a definite announcement” would 
be issued soon with respect to the plans to coordinate the 
work done by the state and local administrators, the Highway 
Traffic Advisory Committee and the O. D. T. in dealing with 
wartime problems of local passenger transportation. 

“We hope, among other things, not only to continue and 
improve the work of the local administrators on the problems 
with which they have been dealing, but also to obtain help 
from them on certain other matters which are of large trans- 
portation importance,” he said. 

Mr. Eastman, after noting that he had asked the governor 
of each state and the mayor of each city of more than 10,000 
population to appoint administrators of a local transport pro- 
gram embracing group riding, staggered hours and revised 
traffic regulations, said that he had no power to impose stag- 
gered hours on any community and that he had asked the 
Highway Traffic Advisory Committee of the War Department 
to give the local administrators general supervision and ad- 
vice in their voluntary program. He observed that that com- 
mittee was headed by Thomas H. MacDonald, head of the 
Public Roads Administration. 

Guy A Richardson, head of the O. D. T. division of local 
transport, recently had expanded his organization by placing 
permanently in the field, with fixed regional offices, men of ex- 
perience in local transit problems, Mr. Eastman said. 

He said it was gratifying to see the elaborate studies that 
many of the local oem or el had made of the transporta- 
tion conditions and needs of their communities and to note the 
steps taken, as a result of such studies, to improve conditions. 
He said he realized that it had not always been easy to do 
this work, “because, as between the activities of O. P. A., O. 
C. D. and O. D. T. there has been some degree of confusion.’ 

Local transit systems, he said, were “fair marks” for 
suspicion that they were interested primarily in profits. 

“In these days most profits go sooner or later to the gov- 
ernment,” he added. “But if these were not so, let me assure 
you, as I am assured, that these companies, with traffic often 
up to a level of from 75 to 125 per cent above last year, are 
more concerned with moving it than with anything else and 
with finding some way to do it. They cannot do it without the 
close cooperation of the people.” 


RAIL MARINE FREIGHT POOLING 


The office of W. G. Curran, associate director of the O. D. T. 
division of railway transport, at New York City, has received 
a proposal for pooling and coordination of all railroad marine 
equipment in the port of New York, according to information 
received at O. D. T. headquarters in Washington. It was stated 
that the proposal, calling for heavier loading of available light- 
ers and for joint use and joint towing of lighters of the various 
railroads at the port of New York, was prepared with a view 
to a possible future shortage of lighterage equipment. The 
——y of such equipment at the present time, it was said, was 
ample. 


Oo. D. T. SPECIAL PASSENGER PERMITS 


“Workers volunteering to bring in the Oregon and Wash- 
ington fruit harvest have received special attention from the 
Office of Defense Transportation,” says a statement issued by 
the O. D. T. 

Extra train service for the harvest laborers was authorized 
on three Northwestern railroads under the provisions of an 
order which had frozen as of September 26, all passenger train 
schedules, O. D. T. announced. 

Special permit O. D. T. No. 24-10 authorized the Northern 
Pacific Railway to provide as many trains as were necessary 
to meet the harvest demand between Seattle and Yakima, and 
between Tacoma and Yakima, in Washington, from October 22, 
through October 27, it said. 

Special permit O. D. T. No. 24-11 allowed the Union Pacific 
Railroad to operate a special train from Portland, Ore., to 
Hood River, Ore., on October 25, for harvest workers, it added. 

Special permit O. D. T. No. 24-12 authorized the Great 
Northern Railway to provide special harvest trains from 
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Seattle, Wash., to Wenatchee, Wash., and back between October 
22, and October 27. 

Three other special permits issued by O. D. T. jn 
connection with general order O. D. T. 24 authorized: (1) An 
additional daily passenger train each way on the Chicago 
North Shore and Milwaukee Railroad between Chicago and 
Mundelein, Ill.; (2) An additional passenger train daily, except 
Sunday, on the Boston and Maine Railroad between Wilming. 
ton, Mass., and Boston, Mass., and (3) Special trains between 
Orangeburg and Collins, N. Y., on the Erie Railroad, October 
27, for the transportation of patients from Rockland State 
Hospital to Gowanda State Hospital. 


CIVILIAN TRAVEL RATIONING 

As viewed by Director Eastman, of the Office of Defense 
Transportation, rationing of civilian travel on a nation-wide 
basis is impossible. His thought on the subject was brought 
out by two reports. One was that he had decided definitely 
against rationing for the war period. The other was that he 
intended, however, to make civilian traveling tougher. 

“It may be necessary for me to undertake the ‘impossible’ 
in some particular area on account of conditions peculiar to 
it,’ said Director Eastman. ‘Great Britain considered ration- 
ing but rejected the idea.” 

Britain, according to information at the O. D. T., rejected 
the thought on account of the complexity of the system that 
would have to be set up and the call it would make on the 
manpower of the country; also on account of the inconvenience 
and delay it would place on those whose travel was necessary. 

Railroads, it was observed, were doing some rationing by 
gate keepers at stations holding back civilian travelers until 
after men in the armed services had found places on trains, 
Then the general public was admitted until, in the estimation 
of station officials, the accommodations on a particular train 
were fully absorbed. Travelers, however, have declared that 
on some trains there were passengers not able to find seats. 

Many schools and colleges have decided to stagger their 
Christmas and New Year’s vacations so as to help spread the 
holiday passenger traffic as much as possible, by beginning and 
ending the vacations on such dates as will enable students to 
travel to and from their homes without adding to the expected 
heavy demand for bus or train passenger accommodations on 
week-ends, according to the O. D. T. 


TRUCK INFORMATION OFFICES 


The Office of Defense Transportation has announced es- 
tablishment of a joint information office at 1006 Washington 
Avenue, Houston, Tex., to assist motor carriers in carrying out 
O. D. T. motor conservation orders. The O. D. T. said that 
B. Frank Johnson would be manager of the Houston office 
and that its board of governors would consist of the following: 
George Blewett, Ralph Logan, R. C. Combs, R. L. Surles, L. 
L. Schweck, Courtney Smith, Oscar Lynch, P. D. Barziza and 
E. J. Strawn. 

Joint information offices, to assist motor carriers in com- 
plying with O. D. T. motor conservation orders, have been 
established at 802 South Lafayette street, South Bend, Ind. 
and 1723 North Tryon street, Charlotte, N. C., according to an 
O. D. T. announcement. Fourteen such offices now had been 
established, it said. 

The O. D. T. named the office managers and boards of 
governors as follows: 


South Bend—James E. Gilroy, manager; E. E. Mills, Marion C. 
Croft, H. C. Stanz, Charles C. Ward, A. C. Clemens, William W. Mc- 
Gowan, John McLauchlan, Paul C. Weingart, R. P. Bailey, A. N. 
Stamm, C. E. McColley and Karl Anglemeyer, members of board of 
governors. 

Charlotte—John C. Miller, manager; J. D. Kluttz, C. H. Frederick- 
son, John M. Akers, J. A. Treadwell, J. L. Wilkinson, R. H. Garland, 
A. W. Daniels, P. L. Van Every and W. D. Flinton, members of board 
of governors. 


A joint information office to aid truckers in their efforts 
to comply with O. D. T. orders for maximum loading, etc., has 
been established at 85 Westminster street, Room 503, Provi- 
dence, R. I., the Office of Defense Transportation has an- 
nounced. It said Francis E. Nute would be manager of the 
office, fifteenth of its kind to be set un, and that its board of 
governors would consist of Dawson Ditt, William E. Harrall, 
Richard A. Moran, John A. Woodward and Wattler L. Costello. 


Oo. D. T. MOTOR DISTRICT OFFICES 

Names of managers and addresses of eight additional dis- 
trict offices established by its division of motor transport were 
announced October 29 by the Office of Defense Transportation. 
Previously, the O. D. T. had announced establishment of 133 
such offices, out of a total of 142 district offices planned in the 
motor transport division’s conservation program (see Traffic 
World, October 24, p. 979). 
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Exemption for Trucks 


The Office of Defense Transportation has issued two gen- 
eral permits extending, from October 31 to November 30, an 
exemption of trucks engaged exclusively in transportation of 
farm products and supplies from certain provisions of O. D. T. 
motor orders. Trucks so operated by contract and private car- 
riers are exempted by one of the permits from the 25 per cent 
mileage reduction requirement of General Order O. D. T. 17, 
and from checking with joint information offices or other car- 
riers in efforts to lease empty trucks, and are also permitted 
to continue making more than one delivery a day. The other 
permit exempts trucks operated exclusively in transportation 
of farm commodities and supplies by over-the-road common 
carriers from checking with joint information officers or with 
other carriers in efforts to obtain loads or lease empty trucks. 
Both permits cover only movements originating or terminating 
at the farm. 


TRANSPORTATION MANPOWER 


Labor training problems of the transportation and non-fer- 
rous mining industries will be dealt with directly by a specially 
appointed representative of the apprentice and training services 
of the War Manpower Commission, Chairman Paul V. McNutt 
has announced. William F. Patterson, ch’ef of the service, has 
named Edward E. Goshen of Denver, Colo., for the job. In 
addition to his new duties, Mr. Goshen, whose headquarters 
will be in Denver, will continue to supervise the two western 
apprentice and training service regions, XI and XII. In ex- 
planation of the work, the Commission said: 


Mr. Goshen will work in close collaboration with the Office of 
Defense Transportation, which he has served for several months as 
training advisor. Problems directly or indirectly involving training of 
workers on the job submitted by railroads, over-the-road motor truck 
and motor bus lines, local bus, street car, subway and elevated services, 
taxicab companies, and river and waterway transportation facilities 
will be referred to him. He is now coordinating his activities with 
those of other apprentice and training field offices and War Manpower 
Commission agencies. 

Born in Colorado Springs, Colo., in 1894, Mr. Goshen served an 
apprenticeship as a printer on the Colorado Springs Telegraph between 
1911 and 1916. He went to France in the A. E. F., and later took an 
active part in the labor movement in Colorado and neighboring states. 


He was secretary-treasurer of the Denver Typographical local for 
eleven years, 


Eastman Lauds Truckers 


Accomplishments of employers and workers of the motor 
transport industry by cooperation in efforts to conserve vital 
equipment through organization of joint committees were 
commended October 29, by Director Eastman. 

Since his appeal in July for the formation of joint truck 
conservation committees to work out cooperative measures to 
save rubber and motive equipment, Mr. Eastman said, many 
_ organizations had been created by local unions and em- 
ployers. 

“The reports on their activities,” he said, “have shown that 
cooperative efforts of employers and employes in the motor 
transport industry can do a great deal to maintain this vital 
link in the transportation chain.” 


He urged operators and drivers all over the country to 
form other Truck Conservation Committees as a framework 
for their combined efforts. 

_ As an example of the work of these groups, Mr. Eastman 
Cited the performance of a committee formed in a St. Louis 
company, one of the first of such committees to be organized. 
After four meetings, the superintendent of the trucking firm, 
he said, reported: 


The activities of the committee are reflected not only in the minutes 
of its meetings, but also in the performance of our men in the vehicle 
department. We feel highly complimented because of the fact that we 
had only one minor vehicle accident during the entire month of Sep- 
tember, and I am confident that this is to some extent due to the 
Work of this committee. 


A committee organized by a mechanics’ local in Ohio 
reported, said the O. D. T., that it had arranged meetings for 
the discussion of maintenance of vehicle parts, such as car- 
buretors, motors, chassis, drive gears and tires. The committee 
obtained maintenance authorities to speak on its programs and 
developed the program on a city-wide basis. The group also 
attacked the manpower problems relating to mechanics. 
ie Iowa, Mr. Eastman reported, several trucking firms had 
joined with a local union of the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters to set up a city committee. Members of the group 


— on conservation rules and established enforcement pro- 
re 
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A New York joint committee reported to the O. D. T. that 
after a few meetings shop stewards were given the assignment 
of “selling carefulness” to the men. This group also has taken 
cooperative action to solve manpower problems. 

A local union in Kentucky, reporting that it had reprinted 
copies of the O. D. T. pamphlet, “America’s Trucks . . . Keep 
‘em Rolling” and distributed them to all drivers, promised the 
O. D. T. that drivers would receive definite conservation instruc- 
tions and, furthermore, would carry them out. 


Oo. D. T. AND FOURTH SECTION 


So as to remove any conflict with the provisions of gen- 
eral order O. D. T. 18, revised, relating to the loading and 
handling of carload traffic, the Commission has suspended, so 
far as inconsistent with the requirements of that order, the 
conditions attached to all outstanding fourth section orders 
granting carriers relief to maintain lower rates for longer 
than shorter distances. 

The suspension is effective with section 500.25 of O. D. T. 
18, revised, and for the period in which the requirements 
thereof shall remain in effect. The Commission said that 
compliance with the provisions of section 500.25 would neces- 
sitate the establishment and maintenance by the carriers par- 
ties to the fourth section orders of transit privileges in con- 
nection with carload traffic not permitted under the conditions 
of the fourth section orders. ‘The Commission’s action was 
taken by fourth section order No. 14850—general No. 23. 


SCOTT ON TRANSPORT ECONOMY 


In efforts to eliminate every possible waste in transporta- 
tion, shippers might find practicable methods for buying mate- 
rials and supplies at markets nearer to the place of use, thus 
eliminating unnecessary mileage and wasteful cross-hauling, 
and their traffic departments might find ways and means to use 
shorter and more serviceable routes, said Jack Garrett Scott, 
general counsel of the Office of Defense Transportation, in an 
address the afternoon of October 29 before the Associated In- 
dustries of Alabama, at Birmingham, Ala. 

He submitted several suggestions for conserving rail trans- 
portation facilities and for increasing their efficiency, including 
advice against continued use of clogged or overloaded routes 
and recommendations for prompt loading and unloading of cars, 
spacing of shipments to avoid adding to seasonal peak loads, 
and ordering of only the number of cars actually needed. He 
asked the shippers not to request carriers to give special serv- 
ices that resulted in waste in mileage or manpower, adding that 
carriers hesitated to refuse such requests, ‘for obvious reasons,” 
but that “such things should be out for the duration.” 

With respect to use of for-hire motor carriers, he urged 
prompt loading and the furnishing of full loads wherever pos- 
sible, adding that “in view of our desperate rubber situation, 
empty or partially loaded vehicle miles is an unpardonable sin.” 
He called attention of shippers operating their own motor equip- 
ment to conservation requirements effected by the O. D. T. and 
to the fact that all commercial vehicles, whether operating for 
hire or not, required O. D. T. Certificates of War Necessity and 
on not be permitted to operate without them after Novem- 

er 15. 


Oo. D. T. SPEED LIMIT ORDER 


The public was observing the 35-mile-an-hour nationwide 
speed limit, ordered by Director Eastman, of the Office of De- 
fense Transportation, as a rubber conservation measure, “almost 
100 per cent” the International Association of Chiefs of Police 
reported at a conference in Washington with Mr. Eastman, 
according to the O. D. T. 

Representatives of the police chiefs’ association said that 
most of the violations were occurring in war plants areas, said 
the O. D. T., adding: 

The explanation was made that some war workers possibly were 
under the erroneous impression that since their work is of an ‘‘essen- 
tial’’ nature, the speed limit did not apply to them in their travel 
between their homes and places of employment. Mr. Eastman pointed 
that such workers should be among the first to cooperate in the 
speed restriction, as one of its purposes is to save tires so that workers 
may continue to get to their jobs for the duration. 

Mr. Eastman said also that the O. D. T. is preparing to review 
cases of local convictions under the speed-limit order with a view to 
recommending to the Office of Price Administration that in flagrant 
cases, or cases involving repeated violations, the gasoline ration books 
of the violators be revoked. 


HUSMANN & ROPER BOOKLET 


Husmann & Roper Freight Lines, Inc., has issued a 32- 
page booklet to mark its fifteenth anniversary. It describes 
the services offered by the lines, the facilities available at its 
new headquarters building in St. Louis and at its other termi- 
nals, and contains sketches of its executive personnel. Copies 
are being distributed among shippers and friends of the lines. 
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Safety Congress Sessions 


Commissioner John L. Rogers, director of the division of 
motor transport, O. D. T., discussed the relationship of truck 
maintenance to safety of operations at Chicago, October 27, at 
a luncheon meeting of the commercial vehicle section, National 
Safety Congress. The congress held its annual meeting at 
Chicago October 27, 28 and 29. 

Notable gains regarding safety on the nation’s highways 
would inevitably result, he said, from national efforts to con- 
serve motor vehicles, tires, and equipment. The efficiency of 
motor operation could not be improved without improving the 
safety of operation, he said. He said his division of the O. D. T. 
had enlisted the support of the Society of Automotive Engineers 
to help in assembling information on proper maintenance and 
operation of automotive equipment. Two hundred engineers 
of the society, he said, were preparing standardized mainte- 
nance information that would be made available to motor ve- 
hicle operators through trade journals and otherwise. 

Discussing the problem of safe driving, he said truck and 
bus companies were currently reporting new types of accidents 
resulting from employment of drivers who, prior to the war 
period, had had little or no truck or bus driving experience. 
New drivers, he said, tended to disregard preventive mainte- 
nance. He urged that fleet operators establish training pro- 
grams for new drivers with the following points in mind: That 
the level of vehicle maintenance had fallen greatly since the 
volume of business handled had increased; that age factors 
had changed, most new drivers being either older or younger 
than those formerly employed; that high speeds were still be- 
ing maintained despite O. D. T. restrictions; that weather ex- 
posure of vehicles had increased; that safety mindedness was 
generally lowered by recklessness on the part of young drivers 
and by fatigue in the older group. He urged that safe main- 
tenance practices be increased so as to prevent damage to 
vehicles and injuries to drivers. 

H. H. Kelly, chief, allocation section, division of motor 
transport, speaking at a general session of the same section in 
the morning, said the war had resulted in increased safety on 
the highways. Despite an increase in recklessness by many, 
public war-time indifference to civilian activity, reduced per- 
sonnel, and deterioration of equipment, motor vehicle accidents 
had declined, he said, pointing to the following as causes: More 
“know-how” of accident prevention; new public awareness of 
the need for safe handling of equipment; less traffic; speed 
restrictions. Accidents on the highways were 21 per cent fewer 
in the first eight months of 1942 compared with the same months 
of 1941, and additional accident decreases would result later 
as the result of planned national gas rationing, said he. He 
said that truck and bus accidents had not fallen much, because 
increased transportation of explosives had resulted in a number 
of accidents. Present efforts of the O. D. T. and other organi- 
zations to improve maintenance and operation standards would 
result in increased safety for motor carrier drivers and the 
public after the war, said he. 

Cc. C. Morgan, Jr., manager, division of operations, Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, discussing personnel problems, said 
a few trucking companies recently had had excellent results in 
the employment of Negro women as platform freight handlers 
and of women as drivers of heavy truck-trailer equipment over 
long distances. 


The section elected W. F. Brown, safety engineer, Consoli- 
dated Edison Company of New York, general chairman. James 
G. Hayden, Associated Transport, Charlotte, N. C.; H. D. Schef- 
fer, Auto Owners Insurance Company, Lansing, Mich., and Mr. 
Morgan were elected vice-chairmen. D. Y. Ellis, safety director, 
insurance, Loyalty Group, Dallas, Tex., was elected secretary. 


Lew R. Palmer, vice-chairman for transportation, National 
Safety Council, reporting on railroad accidents. to the coun- 
cil’s executive committee, said the nation’s ra‘lroads in 1942 
were handling 20 per cent more traffic than at the peak of 
the first world war, and at the same t’me had ach’eved an 
80 per cent reduction in the employe acc‘dent rate. He said 
that if railroad employe fatalities in the 1937 to 1941 period had 
been at the rate occurring in 1916, 1917 and 1918, 15,020 em- 
ployes would have been killed, instead of the 3,151 who were 
actually killed. He reported that accident prevention measures 
had reduced the number of train accidents 68 per cent for the 
five-year period from 1937 to 1941, compared with accidents 
from 1916 to 1920, the reduction representing approximately 
78,000 accidents. 

Charles E. Hill, general safety agent, New York Central, 
New York, speaking before the steam railroad section, October 
27, said reckless driving of automobiles constituted the great- 
est menace to safe operation of railroad trains. Approximately 
4,000 grade crossing accidents occurred annually, resulting not 
only in thousands of deaths and injuries, but in approximately 
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200 train derailments and, this year, many delays in rajj 
movements of troops and war materials, said he. 

H. J. Hoglund, assistant to vice-president, Burlington 
Route, Chicago, speaking before the section, October 238, saiq 
the railroad supervisor’s most important duty was that of 
conserving manpower by preventing accidents so far as he 
could. E. J. League, inspector at Chicago for the Commis. 
sion’s bureau of explosives, speaking at the same session, on 
safe handling of explosives, urged railroad operating depart. 
ments to adopt the practice of opening and inspecting cars 
containing explosives at points of interchange, regardless oj 
whether or not such cars were sealed. In the Chicago area, 
only the Burlington Route had adopted that policy, he said. 
He urged that cars containing poisonous gas shipments be 
placed far back in freight trains, saying more danger would 
be involved if such cars were near the locomotives. 

The section elected F. A. Bogue, Rock Island System, 
Chicago, general chairman. 


At a meeting of the commercial vehicle section, October 
28, George F. Drake, driver for the Pennsylvania Greyhound 
Lines, Cleveland, who has driven more than 2,000,000 miles 
without an accident, discussed safe driving methods. He said 
he had profited by attending safety meetings at various times, 
and recommended a bonus system for safety records. Asked 
whether or not the new 35-mile-an-hour speed limit would 
contribute to safe driving, he answered that such a limit would 
greatly contribute to danger on the highways. The restriction 
tended to make bus and truck drivers drowsy, increased wear 
and tear on brake and gear mechanisms, and caused danger 
of accidents on hills, because busses and trucks would have to 
go slower than 35 miles an hour uphill and drivers of smaller 
passenger cars behind the heavier vehicles would tend to try 
to pass on hills and curves. 

Winners of the section’s annual national fleet safety con- 
test were announced, including the following: 


For-hire intercity truck lines, large fleet, Alabam Freight Lines, 
Phoenix, Ariz., and small fleet, National Youth Administration, Okla- 
homa City, Okla.; private intercity truck lines, large fleet, South 
Carolina State Highway Department, northeastern district, and small 
fleet, Ingram-Richardson Manufacturing Company, Frankfort, Ind.; 
for-hire city trucking, large fleet, J. J. Willis, Odessa, Tex., and small 
fleet, John Winkler’s Sons, Inc., Far Rockaway, N. Y.; private city 
trucking, large fleet, U. S. Navy Yard, Philadelphia, and small fleet, 
General Electric Company, Erie, Pa.; intercity busses, large fleet, 
Pennsylvania Greyhound Lines, Cincinnati division, and small fleet, 
Las Vegas-Tonopah-Reno Stage Lines, Las Vegas, Nev.; city busses, 
large fleet, Crescent Motors, Inc., Anniston, Ala., and small fleet, 
Huntington Coach Corporation, Halesite, N. Y. 


: W. J. Cumming, chief, maintenance section, O. D. T., speak- 
ing before the section, October 29, said the only adequate 
method for replacing mechanics who had joined the armed 
forces was training of new mechanics. He said older men, boys 
16 and 17 years old, and women could be trained as mechanics. 
He recommended a procedure of training mechanics in groups, 
beginning with elementary instruction of large groups, ad- 
vanced instruction for smaller groups, and ending with indi- 
vidual training. 

At a luncheon meeting of the street and highway traffic 
section, October 28, L. B. Reed, deputy commissioner, Michigan 
State Highway Commission, Lansing, spoke on “Transportation 
After the War.” Saying that motor vehicles transported 8 per 
cent of freight traffic and 90 per cent of passenger traffic before 
the war, he predicted that they would handle about the same 
percentage after the war, despite the fact that the airlines 
probably would increase passenger and freight services. He 
said it was probable that express highways would be built after 
the war, permitting more economical use of busses and trucks. 
When motor companies began again to manufacture trucks, 
busses, and passenger cars, such vehicles probably would be 
greatly different in design and better in performance than 
vehicles now operated. 

The section held sessions October 27, 28 and 29 devoted 
to problems of highway and street traffic problems in wartime. 
including sessions on blackout traffic control, organization of 
traffic in war plant areas, and protection of military motor 
convoys. The following officers were elected: 


General chairman, C. J. Rutland, Texas Safety Association, Dallas; 
vice-chairmen, W. G. Cole, Metropolitan Life Insurance Company, New 
York; D. F. Stiver, Indiana State Police, Indianapolis; W. B. Martin, 
Peoria, Ill., Illinois Association of Commerce; Earl F. Campbell, Port- 
land, Ore., Traffic Safety Commission. 


At a meeting of the marine section, October 28, C. H: 
Callaghan, manager, Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, predicted that for two or three years after the war all 
United States merchant ships would be needed to transport 
food and manufactured goods to Europe. The section eclecte 
Carl E. Holmes, Marsh and McLennan, Inc., New York, general 
chairman. 
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October 31, 1942 


Anti-Trust Laws and Rates 


Observers of the proceedings of the anti-trust division 
of the Department of Justice involving railroad and truck 
rate-making activities before a grand jury at Chicago noted a 
slackening of activities this week. Although the jury held 
several morning sessions, it heard only a few witnesses and 
those only for short periods. Although the identity of these 
witnesses could not be learned, the absence of great piles of 
material, such as those produced earlier in response to sub- 

nas, was noticed. The assumption was that the witnesses 
interrogated were of secondary importance, probably called 
in to clear up or amplify identifications of documents made 
in the previous three weeks. 

Meanwhile, there was a definite impression among motor 
carrier men that the emphasis, so far as they and their rate 
bureaus were concerned, would be on specific rates rather than 
on general practices. The date for the return of the subpoenas 
served on the truck rate bureaus had already been postponed 
twice (see Traffic World October 24, p. 991), and there were 
prospects for a further postponement. A number of the local 
bureau members of the Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
called for November 5, petitioned for more time in which to 
gather and prepare the material demanded in their subpoenas. 
Representatives of the division were scheduled to appear at 
the C. S. M. F. B. offices on November 2 for inspection of the 
bureau’s records and conferences with bureau officials with a 
view toward cutting down the quantity of material to be sub- 
mitted. The view was expressed that this work might take 
several days and that there would not be time for the bureau 
to have duplicates of the demanded documents made for their 
own files by November 5. 

It was known that a number of the anti-trust division 
men actively engaged in the investigation had been in Wash- 
ington for the greater part of the week. This led to discus- 
sion as to whether or not they had been in consultation with 
Thurman Arnold, head of the division, regarding the postpone- 
ment of further action under S. 2731, the newly enacted law 
permitting the suspension of anti-trust actions until June 30, 
1945, and staying the running of the statute of limitations 
against the alleged violations. Both rail and truck rate men 
expressed the hope that such action would be taken, but no 
one had anything definite on which to base that hope. 

If, as some have pointed out, the division should narrow 
its proceedings to include only alleged specific violations, the 
chances of continuing the proceedings seemed greater than 
if they were to continue along the broad lines indicated by 
the type and quantity of evidence gathered from the railroads 
and their bureaus. Confining the investigation to specific rate 
matters, it was pointed out, would greatly simplify the divi- 
sion’s job of searching documents and files and would reduce 
to a small fraction the amount of time rate men would have 
to devote to the proceedings. 

The question of deferring activity by the Department of 
Justice in its investigation of carrier rate-making practices 
alleged to be in violation of the anti-trust laws was under con- 
sideration, it was stated at the Department of Justice this 
week by the department’s press representative. 

Action in this investigation may be postponed under the 
provisions of S. 2731 suspending the running of the statute of 
limitations applicable to violations of the anti-trust laws (see 
Traffic World, October 24, p. 991). 

The Secretary of War, it was understood, had under 
consideration the making of a recommendation that action be 
deferred on the ground that the investigation was taking up 
the time of carrier officials whose services were necessary in 
the providing of transportation for war purposes. 

The legislation embodied in S. 2731 was recommended by 
Secretary of War Stimson, Acting Secretary of the Navy 
Forrestal, Acting Attorney General Fahy, Attorney General 
Biddle, and Assistant Attorney General Arnold. 

On passage of the act, it was stated, actions under the 
anti-trust laws would be suspended if the Attorney General 
and the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy agreed 
they would interfere with the war effort. The Attorney Gen- 
eral reserved the right to submit the facts in any given case 
to the President for final decision. 


BUS ASSOCIATION TARIFF COURSES 
_ .The National Bus Traffic Association is preparing educa- 
tional plans for adoption by member lines, in accordance with 
resolutions adopted at its recent annual meeting in Chicago. 
The courses are designed to educate the industry’s terminal 
and station employes in the use and interpretation of tariffs 
and time schedules and other matters, knowledge of which 
'S required by ticket agents, baggage men and express repre- 
sentatives. It is planned to have the manuals covering the 
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course ready by November 30, about which time the associa- 
tion will conduct a five-day class for teachers at Chicago. 
Future plans include a course in advanced tariff studies for 
rate clerks, tariff clerks, and division clerks. Because of the 
loss of men to the armed services, the industry must train 
new men. For that reason, according to L. G. Markel, chair- 
man of the association, the War Manpower Commission is co- 
operating actively. The association has distributed among its 
members questionnaires designed to determine how many 
lines will participate in the plan. 


M. C. Vessel Sale and Purchase 


Chairman Bland, of the House merchant marine committee, 
has made public a letter addressed to him by Admiral Land, 
chairman of the Maritime Commission, in refutation of a charge 
by the Comptroller General’s office that the Maritime Commis- 
sion had sold five obsolete vessels from its “‘laid-up” fleet to the 
Waterman Steamship Corporation, of Mobile, Ala., with an 
option to repurchase them, and had subsequently purchased 
from that corporation five other similar and older ships, at 
prices that the Comptroller General termed “greatly enhanced.” 

The Comptroller General had submited this report to the 
House merchant marine committee. Representative Crawford, 
of Michigan, referred to the report in a speech in the House 
in which he averred that Admiral Land and his direct assistants 
were incompetent to handle the nation’s merchant ship con- 
struction program (see Traffic World, Oct. 24). 

Admiral Land maintained that the commission’s decision to 
buy the five vessels from the Waterman corporation, rather than 
to requisition the five vessels sold under the sales agreement, 
was proper “under conditions existing at the time the decision 
was made,” that price paid for these vessels was fair and rea- 
sonable, and that the government, in entering into this trans- 
action, did not waive or limit its right with respect to requisi- 
tioning thereafter the other five vessels at the prices specified 
in the sales agreement. He said the ships the commission pur- 
chased from Waterman were newer than those it had sold to the 
corporation. He averred that the Comptroller General’s report 
contained “a number of statements as to matter of fact which 
are wholly or partially inaccurate.” 

Actual cost of repairs of the five ships sold by the commis- 
sion to the Waterman corporation, as now reported by that 
corporation, was $783,097.32, Admiral Land said. He explained 
that as an essential part of the consideration for the sale, the 
purchaser was required, among other things, to recondition the 
vessels and to replace the old ships. The commission required 
Waterman to enter into a replacement contract within six 
months after the sale of the old vessels, in May, 1940, and set 
the liquidated damages for failure to carry out the replace- 
ment program at $550,000, he said. He reported that in Sep- 
tember, 1941, Waterman began discussions with the commis- 
sion looking toward disposal of certain of its old vessels with 
the intent of acquiring additional new tonnage. 


“Coincident thereto,” he continued, “the commission de- 
sired to obtain a number of vessels to participate in the Rus- 
sian-aid program .. . Discussions with the steamship com- 
panies with the object of chartering vessels for this service 
were unsuccessful. . . The commission was thus faced with the 
alternative of purchasing additional vessels or obtaining them 
by requisition. . . The commission had determined as a mat- 
ter of policy that it was not yet prepared to adopt this pro- 
cedure. Until general control of freight and charter rates 
had fully taken effect, it was considered possible that the just 
compensation which an owner might receive . .. might be 
substantially in excess of the price at which it was felt Water- 
man was prepared to sell these vessels. . .” 


He added, subsequently, that the consensus of opinion of 
the commission “in November, 1940,” was against “singling 
out” for requisitioning the old vessels that had been sold to 
Waterman under conditions giving the commission the right 
to requisition them at the sales price, plus improvements, less 
depreciation, in view of the fact that there was then no general 
requisitioning of the American merchant marine. 


“The powers of requisitioning vessels, either for use or title, 
are now vested in me as administrator, War Shipping Adminis- 
tration, and the question of proper future action with respect 
to these five vessels has had careful study,” said Admiral 
Land. “These five vessels have been requisitioned for use for 
some months and the War Shipping Administration is about to 
tender charters fixing the terms and conditions pertaining to 
such use. In order to protect the interests of the government, 
there will be inserted in the charters as tendered a provision 
limiting the amount which the government is required to pay, 
in the event of loss, to the amount for which they could have 
been requisitioned for title under the sales agreement. . . One 
of the vessels has already been lost and the charter as tendered 
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will contain the same provision as to payment for such loss. 
If the operator refuses to accept the charters as tendered, the 
War Shipping Administration will requisition the four remain- 
ing vessels for title and deny any claim by Waterman to obtain 
compensation for the lost vessel in excess of the price for which 
title could have been acquired under the sales agreement.” 

Chairman Bland has inserted in the Congressional Record 
a series of letters addressed to him by Admiral Land, concern- 
ing the purchase by the Maritime Commission, on January 8, 
1941, for $45,000, of a small vessel from the Boston Iron & 
Metal Co., of Baltimore, Md., four years and four months after 
the vessel had been sold to that company by the U. S. coast 
guard for $6,605. 

Admiral Land said that expenditures for repairs, mainte- 
nance, watchmen’s services, and other specified items, added 
to the original purchase price, brought the net costs incurred 
by the Boston Iron & Metal Co. for the vessel, the Seneca, 
former coast guard cutter, to $37,418.08. He said the need for 
a training ship to replace the U. S. S. Annapolis, at the Penn- 
sylvania State Nautical School, had been a pressing one, and 
that the price of $45,000 paid for the Seneca by the Maritime 
Commission was fair and reasonable, considering the lack of 
available tonnage and the sharp rise in prices of vessels at 
that time. 

Senator Aiken, of Vermont, in a letter to Chairman Walsh, 
of the Senate naval affairs committee, cited reports by the 
Comptroller General alleging irregularities in transactions in- 
volving the Maritime Commission, the Waterman Steamship 
Corporation, and the Tampa Shipbuilding and Engineering 
Company. He said there had been other irregularities ana 
charged that, ‘‘as a result of the Maritime Commission’s ex- 
travagant and incompetent handling of the merchant marine, 
American taxpayers have been virtually robbed of untold 
millions.” He protested against exactment of special legisla- 
tion for promotion of Chairman Land, of the commission, to 
the rank of vice admiral, and asked for an impartial investi- 
gation of personnel and policy of the commission. 

Chairman Bland, of the House merchant marine commit- 
tee, announced that his committee would investigate the com- 


mission’s transactions with the Waterman Steamship Corpora- 
tion. 


W. S. A. AGENT AT NEW ORLEANS 

The War Shipping Administration has announced appoint- 
ment of Garner H. Tullis, of New Orleans, as special represen- 
tative of the W. S. A. in the Gulf coast area. It said Mr. 
Tullis would serve as special assistant to the W. S. A. division 
of small vessel procurement and, in that capacity, would assist 
in working out details of appraisals and settlements with 
respect to such negotiations. Mr. Tullis had been president and 
a member of the board of directors of the New Orleans Cotton 
Exchange for many years, and was senior partner in Tullis, 
Craig & Co., cotton merchants, the W. S. A. said. 


NEWS FOR SEAMEN 

Radio programs, news broadcasts, events of world-wide 
interest, and news from home soon will be heard by all Ameri- 
can merchant sailors at sea, the War Shipping Administration 
has announced. 

It stated that an order had been placed for 2,600 of the 
latest specially designed type of seagoing radio receiving sets 
which are to be installed for the benefit of the crews of ships 
under the control of the War Shipping Administration and on 
new vessels being built by the Maritime Commission. 

“With our ships sailing daily through the war zones, and 
with the strain and nervous tension of being at sea under pres- 
ent conditions, the reception of programs from home will be 
an important factor in keeping up the morale of the men of 
the merchant marine,” Admiral Land, War Shipping Adminis- 
trator and chairman of the Maritime Commission, stated in 
sanctioning the expenditure of $1,325,000 for this equipment. 


USE OF TEXAS PORTS 


A committee of representatives of Texas port interests, 
including members of the Texas delegation in Congress, has 
held conferences with Admiral Land, head of the Maritime 
Commission and the War Shipping Administration, and Direc- 
tor Eastman of the Office of Defense Transportation, seeking 
adoption of a policy for loading of cargoes rather than ballast 
on vessels sailing from Texas ports, and generally for greater 
use of those ports by the government agencies handling of 
waterborne shipments of war materials. E. O. Thompson, for- 
mer member of the Texas Railroad Commission, headed the 
Texas delegation. 

At the office of Admiral Land, it was stated that the Tex- 
ans were told that the War Shipping Administration con- 
stantly was attempting to make the greatest possible use of 
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all ports and that it would continue investigation of the situa- 
tion with respect to the Texas ports. It was indicated that the 
WSA would give consideration to a claim by a spokesman for 
the Houston port commission that dock workers were leavin 
that port for ports on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts where 
they had prospects of obtaining more lucrative employment. 

Director Eastman advised the delegation that their prob- 
lems, with respect to port traffic, were not within the scope of 
ODT activities but were matters for presentation to the port 
traffic control committee of the War Shipping Administration, 
the War and Navy Departments, and the British Ministry of 
Supply Mission. 


MEN FOR MERCHANT MARINE 


As a result of the recent campaign by the recruitment and 
manning organization of the War Shipping Administration to 
induce men with former maritime experience to return to sea 
to man the fast-growing American merchant marine, more than 
16,000 merchant seamen and engineers have volunteered to 
join the Victory Fleet, the War Shipping Administration has 
announced, adding: 

From coast to coast, from the Great Lakes to the Gulf, former 
seafaring men flocked to recruiting stations and offices of the U. §, 
Employment Service to register. Officials have been swamped with 
inquiries from men in every walk of life who want to go to sea in 
the service of their country. The majority of the more than 100,000 
who already have applied had to be turned down for appointments 
as not qualifying with sufficient experience at sea. These were re- 
ferred to the War Shipping Administration training services which 
enroll apprentice seamen up to the age of 35 or prospective officers 
between 18 and 23 years of age. 

Sixty per cent of the 16,000 experienced seamen who registered up 
until September 24 were in the petty officer or able seaman class. Al- 
though about half of those registered were qualified for the engine de- 
partment, many more engineers with sea experience still are urgently 
needed, the Recruitment and Manning Organization pointed out. 

The greatest response to the call for experienced men came from 
New York, where during a period of only 10 days, 30,000 applied, of 
whom 3,600 were registered as qualified, and 500 immediately sent to 
sea. 

Over the same 10 day period, a partial return shows that 1,649 
were registered as qualified from Chicago and the Great Lakes district, 
625 from Boston, 258 from Philadelphia, 434 from Baltimore, 141 from 
Norfolk, 292 from Savannah, 215 from Jacksonville, 421 from Seattle, 
496 from San Francisco, 216 from Los Angeles and 627 from Gulf ports. 





WATERWAYS SYSTEM SOUND 


One of the reasons this country had reached a strong posi- 
tion more quickly in this war, said Brigadier General David 
McCoach, Jr., U. S. A., at a meeting of the Atlantic Deeper 
Waterways Association in Philadelphia, on October 22, was 
the superior condition of our present transportation system. 
The inland waterways which lead to the Philadelphia area, 
and the intracoastal and harbor developments of the section, he 
cited as familiar examples. ‘We are strong,” he added, 
“because your association has built on a sound foundation.” 

General McCoach pointed out that, while economic con- 
siderations would ordinarily dictate the method of transporta- 
tion, these were peacetime considerations which did not take 
into account the abnormality of enemy submarines operating 
off the flanks of the sealanes used by deep-draft tankers. Hence, 
the great importance of inland and intracoastal waterways. 
Comparing the costs of transporting oil, in this section of his 
address, General McCoach cited the following figures: 8 mills 
a ton-mile by rail; 1% mills a ton-mile by deep-draft tanker; 
3 mills a ton-mile by pipeline; and 2 to 2% mills a ton-mile by 
shallow-draft barge over long hauls 

In a letter to the association O. D. T. Director Eastman 
indicated that waterway projects not directly connected with 
the war would have to wait until it is over. His letter added: 

The water carriers operating over inland waterways have done 
much to relieve the heavily burdened rail lines. However, as the 
burdens of the railroads become heavier and heavier, and especially 
in view of the probable contraction of trucking service because of the 
rubber situation, it becomes not only important but absolutely neces- 
sary that the waterways be utilized to their maximum capacity. 


GULF INTERCOASTAL WATERWAY 
President Roosevelt has signed H. R. 7672, the defense 
appropriation bill from which was removed before final passage 
a provision authorizing the beginning of work on the propose 
Florida barge canal (see Traffic World, October 24, p. 992). 


OFFER TO BUY M. C. ORE CARRIER 
The Maritime Commission has announced that it has re- 
ceived an application, from a source not disclosed by it, to pul- 
chase one of 16 large ore carriers now under construction for 
use on the Great Lakes. The commission indicated that it would 
act on proposals for purchase of the other ore carriers after !t 
had disposed of the application now pending before it. 
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Traftie Law and Procedure 


Third of a Series of Fifty-Two Articles on This Subject by G. Lloyd Wilson—Interstate Carriers 
Subject to Interstate Commerce Act 


Many types of interstate transportation enterprises are 

subject to the several parts of the interstate commerce 
act. As has previously been stated, the original act to regulate 
interstate commerce regulated only transportation by railroad 
or by rail and water when both were used under a common 
control management or arrangement for a continuous carriage 
or shipment. Subsequent amendments to the act over a period 
of more than a half-century have resulted in the extension of 
jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission over rail, 
water, pipeline, highway, and freight forwarding transporta- 
tion enterprises. 

As the act now stands, it regulates interstate commerce, 
as defined in the act and interpreted by decisions of the Com- 
mission and the courts, conducted by seven groups or types of 
transportation enterprises, each regulated by one of the four 
parts of the act: 1. railroads, 2. railway express companies, 
3. petroleum pipelines, 4. sleeping car companies, 5. motor car- 
riers and brokers, 6. domestic water carriers, and, 7. freight 
forwarding companies. 


Part I of the act provides for the regulation of the fol- 
lowing: 


1. Railroads, including bridges, car-floats, lighters, and ferries 
used by or operated in connection with railroads, and including switch- 
ing and terminal facilities used in connection with railroad transpor- 
tation. 


2. Express companies. 

3. Pipeline companies engaged in the transportation of oil or 
other commodities, except water and natural gas. 

4, Sleeping car or chair car companies.! 


Part II, added by the motor carrier act, 1935, appl’es to 
motor vehicles, except those exempt from the act, including: 


1. Motor propelled highway vehicles engaged in interstate private 
carrier service. 

2. Contract carriers by motor vehicles. 

3. Common carriers by motor vehicles. 

4. Brokers engaged in highway transportation. 


The provisions of the act with respect to the qualifications 
and maximum hours of employes, the safety of operation, and 
standards of equipment apply to all motor vehicles operated 
In private, common, and contract carrier services, including 
the vehicles in exempt services. The other provisions of the 
act pertaining to services, rates, and related matters do not, 
however, apply to motor vehicles of the following types: 


1. School busses. 

2. Taxicabs. 

3. Hotel busses. 

4, Vehicles operated by or under the authorization, regulation 
or control of the Secretary of the Interior, principally for the trans- 
portation of persons in and about national parks and monuments. 

5. Vehicles operated and controlled by farmers used in the trans- 
portation of their agricultural products or commodities. 

6. Motor vehicles controlled and operated by a cooperative asso- 
clation or by a federation of such cooperative associations.? 

Te Motor vehicles used in the transportation of ordinary live stock, 
fish, including shell fish, or unmanufactured agricultural products, 
Provided the vehicles are not used in carrying any other commodities 
or passengers for compensation. 

8. Motor vehicles used exclusively in the transportation of news- 
Papers or 

9. Those used in the transportation of persons or property inci- 
dent to transportation by aircraft. 


In addition to these classes of motor vehicles, exempt by 
statutory provisions, certain other classes are conditionally 
exempt, unless and to the extent that the Commission shall 
find, from time to time, that the application of regulation is 
necessary to carry out the national transportation policy of 
ongress enunciated in the interstate commerce act. The ex- 


re vehicles include those used in the following types of 
vice : 


me Services within municipalities, between contiguous municipali- 
ties, or within municipal zones, except when operated under common 
control, management, or arrangements for continuous service in inter- 
State commerce. 

2. Those operated in the casual, occasional, or reciprocal trans- 
portation of passengers or property for compensation by a person not 
‘Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 1, (1), (a), (3), (a). 

*Such associations are defined in the Agricultural Marketing Act, 
aS approved June 15, 1929, as amended. 


engaged in motor transportation as a regular business, unless, in the 
case of passenger transportation, the transportation is sold or ar- 
ranged for by a broker or other person operating under a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity or permit or under a pending appli- 
cation for certificate or permit.® 

Part III of the act provides for the regulation of inter- 
state water transportation by common or contract carriers 
wholly within the United States, or by rail and water, motor 
and water, or motor-rail-water transportation within the 
United States. The act does not apply to water transporta- 
tion in foreign commerce, which is regulated by the merchant 
marine act.' The transportation services performed by vessels 
engaged in certain types of trades are exempt from Part III, 
including: 


1. The transportation of commodities in bulk when the cargo 
space of the vessels is used for not more than three such commodities.° 

2. The transportation by contract carriers by water of commodities 
in bulk in a non-ocean-going vessel on a normal voyage during which 
the cargo space is used in carrying not more than three bulk com- 
modities, or such vessels passing within or through waters which are 
made international for navigation purposes by any treaty to which 
the United States is a party. 


3. The transportation of liquid cargo in bulk by certified tank 
vessels.® 


In addition to these absolute exemptions by statute, the 
act says it is the policy of Congress to exclude certain addi- 
tional types of water transportation from regulation on appli- 
cation by the carriers to the Commission and approval by the 
Commission. ‘The Commission is directed to exempt such 
carriers on appropriate application, by order, subject to rea- 
sonable conditions and limitation, as it finds necessary to carry 
out the declared policy of Congress. The types of interstate 
domestic water transportation within the scope of this policy 
of exemption include transportation by contract carriers by 
water that, by reason of the inherent nature of the commodi- 
ties, or their requirement to be shipped in bulk, or their re- 
quirement of special equipment, is not actually or substan- 
tially in competition with other carriers regulated under parts 
I or II of the act. Such carriers making application prior to 
January 1, 1941, are exempt from the act until a final de- 
termination is made that the carrier or its predecessor in 
interest was in bona fide operation prior to January 1, 1940, 
and since that time was engaged as a contract carrier by water 
over the route or routes or between ports covered by the 
application. Special provision is made for contract carriers 
engaged in seasonal operations.’ 

Transportation services of certain types by water are con- 
sidered to be and regulated as services performed by other 
types of carriers subject to Parts I or II of the act. These 
services include water service rendered by: 


1. Railroads subject to Part I, when performed incidental to rail- 
road service in the performance, within terminal areas, of transfer, 
collection or delivery services. 

2. Motor carriers subject to Part II, when the services are per- 
formed under the same conditions. 

3. Floatage, lighterage, car-ferriage or towage, incidental to rail- 
road or motor carrier services, subject to Part I or II. 

4. A person, whether agent or under contractual relations, for 
common carriers by railroad, or express companies under Part I or 
for motor carriers under Part I, or water carriers under Part III, when 
the services are performed within terminal areas in the manner de- 
scribed above. 


Finally, certain» types of interstate domestic water trans- 
portation service are exempt from regulation under Part III, 
except to the extent that the Commission, from time to time, 
finds and declares by order that it is necessary to regulate 
such carriers in order to carry out the national transporta- 
tion policy of Congress as declared in the amended interstate 
commerce act. 

These provisionally exempt services include: 


1. Transportation by water solely within the limits of a single 


3 Interstate Commerce Act, Part II, Section 203, (b). 

4Interstate Commerce Act, Part III, Section 302 (i) (1), (2), (3); 
and 

5 The commodities must be transported in accordance with the cus- 
tom of trade as of June 1, 1939. 

6 Interstate Commerce Act, Part III, Section 303, (b), (c), and (d); 
and Intercoastal Shipping Act, 1933 (47 Stat. 1425). 

7Idem, Section 303, (e). 
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harbor or between places in contiguous harbors, when the water serv- 
ice is not a part of a continuous through movement under ‘‘a com- 
mon control, management or arrangement’”’ to or from a place without 
these harbor limits. 

2. Transportation by small craft of not more than 100 tons carry- 
ing capacity or not more than 100 indicated horsepower. 

3. Transportation by vessels carrying passengers only and carry- 
ing not more than 16 passengers. 

4. Transportation by ferries. 
5. Movement by water carriers of contractors’ 
in construction or repair for the same water carrier. 

6. Operating of salvors or salvage vessels or equipment. 


equipment used 


Part IV of the act, added by the freight forwarders’ act 
of 1942," regulates freight forwarders defined by the act as 
persons, other than carriers subject to Parts I, II, or III, who 
hold themselves out to the general public to transport or 
arrange for the transportation of property for compensation 
in interstate commerce, and which, in the ordinary and usual 


course of their undertakings, perform certain specified services. 
These services or practices are: 


1. The assembly or consolidation of shipments. 

2. The performance of ‘‘break-bulk’’ and distribution services with 
respect to consolidated shipments. 

3. The assumption of responsibility for the transportation of 
the consolidated shipments from point of receipt to destinations. 

4. The utilization of the services of carriers subject to Parts I, 
II, or III of the act, for all or any part of the transportation service.” 


Services and Facilities Embraced 


In general, the services and facilities included in the regu- 
lation of interstate transportation embrace all services and 
facilities used or necessary in the interstate transportation of 
persons or property. These include all facilities, whether 
owned, leased, or operated under contracts or agreements by 
the carriers subject to regulation in interstate commerce. 

The facilities used in the transportation of freight by rail- 
road may be divided generally into two classes: 1. road or 
line-haul facilities; 2. terminal facilities. 

Road or line-haul facilities include: 


Roadbed or roadway. 

Signal systems. 

Train control] facilities. 

Bridges. 

Car ferries. 

Rolling stock equipment. 

Motive power. 

. Electrical generation and transmission equipment, 
facilities of similar or related sorts. 


Papreyrryer 


and other 


Freight terminal facilities include: 


1. Freight depots or stations. 
2. Ground storage facilities. 
3. Warehouses or other storage facilities. 
4. Stockyard facilities. 
5. Grain elevators. 
6. Ore, coal, or other types of wharf or dock facilities. 
7. Terminal freight yards. 
8. Lighters or car floats. 

9. Ferries used in terminal harbors. 

10. Switch, spur, and other terminal trackage. 

11. Loading and unloading facilities. 

12. Interchange and switching facilities. 

13. All other facilities used or necessary in the transportation or 
delivery of property.” 


Passenger facilities, in like manner, may be divided into 
the facilities used in line-haul transportation and terminal 
services. 

The facilities used or necessary in pipeline transportation 
include the pipes, pumping facilities, measuring devices, stor- 
age tanks, and other appurtenances related to the transporta- 
tion of petroleum through pipe. 

Motor transportation facilities include all the vehicles and 
equipment used or necessary in transporting persons or prop- 
erty by or in the interest of any motor carrier, irrespective of 
ownership or of contract, express or implied, together with 
all property and facilities operated or controlled by motor 
carriers and used in interstate or foreign commerce or in the 


performance of any service in connection with such commerce.” 


Water carriers subject to Part III of the act include com- 


mon and contract carriers as defined in the act, except the 


As used 
in the act, vessels include any watercraft or other contrivance 


excluded and exempt types of vessels and services. 


8 Idem, Section 303, (g). 


® Public Law 558, 78th Congress, 2nd Session, approved May 16, 1942. 


1” Interstate Commerce Act, Part IV, section 402, (a), (5). 
12 Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 1, (3), (b). 
1% Interstate Commerce Act, Part II, section 203, (a), (19). 
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used or capable of use as a means of transportation by watery, 
The transportation facilities include: 


1. Vessels, 2. warehouses, 3. wharves, 4. piers, 5. docks, 6. yards, 
7. grounds, or 8. other instrumentalities or equipment used in con. 
nection with water transportation subject to Part III of the act. 


The duty of common carriers subject to the act is to render 
the services necessary with the facilities required to conduct 
interstate commerce. The jurisdiction of the Commission ex. 
tends not only to the physical facilities of the carriers subject 
to the act but to the services rendered or necessary in connec- 
tion with the use of the facilities of the carriers. 


Freight Transportation Services 


Line-haul freight includes a great variety of services ren- 
dered in connection with the movement of freight between 
terminals, including: 


1. Scheduled or expedited freight movements. 

2. Tonnage or dead railroad freight train movements. 

3. Transit privileges or services, including the _  fabrication-in- 
transit of iron or steel articles, the milling in transit of grain products, 
the milling-in-transit of lumber and forest products, the refining-in- 
transit of oils, the concentration and compression of cotton in transit, 
the storage-in-transit of nmumerous miscellaneous commodities, and 
other transit services. 

4. Diversion and reconsignment. 

5. Perishable protective services, including 
ventilation, heating and similar services. 


refrigeration, icing, 


6. Package or merchandise car services. 

7. Container car services. 

8. The transportation of caretakers accompanying shipments. 
9. Peddler car services. 

10. The transportation of special traffic by special movements. 


Terminal freight transportation services include many 
varied services rendered or necessary to be rendered in con- 
nection with the preparation for shipment, storage, and de- 
livery. 

These services include: 


1. The preparation of vehicles to receive freight, such as the 
cleaning, fumigation, and disinfection of freight cars in which live 
stock or poultry is to be transported; the furnishing of lining for cars 
in which shipments of commodities requiring lined cars are to be made; 
and the supplying of grain doors and partitions for cars to be used in 
hauling grain and grain products. 

2. The loading and unloading of less-than-carload shipments at ter- 
minal freight stations. 

3. The performance of trap or ferry car services. 

4. The dumping and trimming of shipments of ore, coal or other 
bulk freight transshipped to vessels at established docks. 

5. The weighing of freight. 

6. The inspection of shipments. 

7. The switching of cars in the terminals to or from industrial 
sidings, elevators, warehouses, team tracks or other terminal facilities. 
8. The performance of terminal lighterage or floatage services. 

9. The elevation of grain. 

10. The warehouse storage of goods. 

11. The ground or dock storage of coarse or bulk freight. 

12. The track storage of freight, 

13. Demurrage. 

14. The spotting of cars at designated places in industrial plants 
for loading or unloading. 

15. The interchange of freight within the terminals from one 
carrier to. another by switching, lighterage, floatage or cartage services. 

16. The furnishing of empty cars for loading. 


Simiiar or corresponding duties are imposed on the car- 
riers subject to the act in connection with the interstate trans- 
portation of persons, the transportation of oil and other com- 


modities by pipeline, by motor transportation carriers, or by 
water carriers.” 


Types of Interstate Carriers Subject to the Part | of the Act 


Part I of the act, in terms, applies to common carriers 
engaged in railroad, railway express, petroleum pipeline, car 
line, or other interstate transportation services of the types 
regulated under it. Common carriers are defined by this part 
of the act to include the specifically designated types of cal- 
riers and “all other persons, natural and artificial” engaged 
in interstate transportation as defined as common carriers 
for hire. Whenever the term “carrier” is used in Part I, it 
is to be interpreted to mean common carrier. Since no further 
definition of a common carrier is contained in Part I, resort 
must be had to the commonly accepted definitions of a com- 
mon carrier under the common law as one who, as a regular 
business and not as a casual or occasional occupation, holds 
himself out to the public generally to transport persons or the 
goods of others for hire, up to the limit of his facilities, without 


14 Interstate Commerce Act, Part III, section 302, (f), (g). and (h). 
15 Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 1 (2); Part II, Section 
203 (a); and Part III, Section 302 (i), and Section 303 (j) and (k). 
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discrimination among those who offer to engage his services 
and who tender the reasonable charges for the service set by 
the carrier. 

Under Part I of the act the carriers subject to regulation 
are the common carriers, as determined by their holding out, 
of the types specified in this part.” 


Types of Carriers Subject to Part II 


Part II of the act is more explicit in defining the types 
of carriers and others subject to it. It provides that the term 
“motor carrier” as used in it includes both common and con- 
tract carriers by motor vehicle, but, by exclusion, not private 
carriers or brokers. 

Common carriers by motor vehicles are stated to mean 
any persons who hold themselves out to the general public 
to engage in the transportation by motor vehicle in interstate 
or foreign commerce of passengers or property of any class 
or classes for compensation, whether over regular or irregular 
routes. The definition excludes transportation by motor ve- 
hicles by an express company to the extent that such trans- 
portation is subject to Part I. The motor transportation serv- 
ices of express companies are considered to be and regulated 
as transportation subject to Part I.” 


Contract carriers by motor vehicle are described as per- 
sons Who, under individual contracts or agreements, engage 
in transportation of persons or property for compensation or 
hire in interstate or foreign commerce. The statutory defini- 
tion of a contract carrier specifically excludes common car- 
riers and the motor services of express companies as described 
above.” 


“Private carriers of property by motor vehicle’ are de- 
fined by the act to mean persons not embraced in the defini- 
tions of common or contract carriers who transport by motor 
vehicles in interstate commerce property of which these per- 
sons are either the owners, the lessees, or the bailees, when the 
purpose of transportation service is related to the sale, lease, 
rent, or bailment of the goods or performed “in the further- 
ance of any commercial enterprise.’ It is suggested, with 
due deference to the framers of the act, that the term “private 
operators of motor vehicles” would have been preferable to the 
term “private carriers by motor vehicles” as used in the act. 
These operators are not, strictly speaking, engaged in carriage 
at all, but in the transportation of the goods as an incident 
to their conduct of other business enterprises. The terms are 
not significant if the meaning is clear, and it usually is, though 
there are borderline cases between “private carriers’ and con- 
tract carriers by motor vehicle. 


Brokers, as defined in Part II, are persons, not included 
in the category of motor carriers—common or contract—and 
not bona fide employes or agents of motor carriers, who, either 
as principals or agents, sell or offer for sale any form of trans- 
portation subject to Part II, or who negotiate for or hold them- 
selves out as persons who sell, provide, furnish, contract or 
arrange for motor transportation service subject to this part 
of the act. The holding out by brokers may be solicitation, 
advertisement, or other devices. Brokers do not themselves 
operate or engage in the operation of motor vehicles, but act 


as intermediaries between shippers or travelers and motor 
carriers,*° 


Water Carriers Subject to Part III of the Act 


Water carriers as defined by Part III of the Interstate 
— Act include both common and contract carriers by 
water. 

Common carriers by water are defined in terms compa- 
table to the definition of common carriers by motor vehicle 
and exclude the transportation by water by an express com- 
pany subject to Part I. The definition includes the elements 
of: 1, holding out to the general public, 2. the offer to trans- 
port any class or classes of property or passengers, 3. the 
transportation for compensation or hire. 

Contract carriers by water, like contract carriers by motor 
Vehicle, include those who engage in transportation of persons 
& property in interstate commerce under individual contracts 
or agreements. The definition excludes service rendered in 
such a way as to make the carriers common carriers as defined 
in Part III and water service rendered by express companies. 

The furnishing of vessels for compensation or hire under 
charter parties, leases, or other agreements, to persons other 
than carriers subject to the act for use in the transportation of 
the lessees’ property is considered contract carrier service un- 
der the act. The Commission may determine, either on its 


, Interstate Commerce Act, Part I, Section 1 (3), (a). 
‘Interstate Commerce Act, Part II, Section 203 (14) and (9). 
*Tbid., Part II, Section 203 (15). 

*Ibid., Part II, Section 203 (17). 

“Tbid., Part II, Section 203 (18). 


1055 


own motion or on application of an interested party, that the 
application of this provision of the law with respect to charter 
services to any person or class is not necessary in order to 
carry out the national transportation policy as declared by 
Congress in the act and exempt them, by appropriate order, 
from these provisions of the law for any period of time speci- 
fied in the order. Such exemptions may be revoked whenever 
the Commission finds that the application of this provision is 
necessary to effectuate the national transportation policy. Rea- 
sonable opportunity for hearing must be given by the Com- 
mission before denying or revoking such exemptions in con- 
nection with vessel chartering or leasing.” 


Freight Forwarders 


Freight forwarders are not described in Part IV of the 
act as either common or contract carriers, nor, indeed, as 
carriers of any type. The act is made applicable to freight 
forwarders including all persons, individuals, firms, partner- 
ships, companies, trustees, receivers, assignees, or personal 
representatives, who are engaged in interstate commerce as 
freight forwarders as described in the act.” This definition 
has been discussed above. 

These services include, it should be recalled, the assembly 
of consolidated shipments; the assumption of responsibility for 
consolidated shipments from point of origin to destination; and 
the utilization of services of carriers subject to Parts I, II, 


or III of the act with respect to the transportation of the con- 
solidated shipments. 


*2Tbid., Part III, Section 302 (e). 
*3 Interstate Commerce Act, Part IV, Section 402 (1) and (5). 





Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a@ club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THE TRAFFIC WorLD goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Hditor Tus Trarric Wor. 





At a meeting of the Traffic Club of New York, October 
27, the following were nominated for election to office: For 
president, W. W. Finley, Jr., freight traffic manager, Penn- 
sylvania Railroad; first vice-president, W. P. Rudrow, vice- 
president, Dichmann, Wright and Pugh; second vice-president, 
C. H. Beard, general traffic manager, Union Carbide Company; 
secretary, G. H. Burtis, assistant traffic manager, Luckenbach 
Steamship Company; treasurer, H. H. Huston, assistant traffic 
manager, American Can Company; members, board of gov- 
ernors, for three years, A. C. Schier, general traffic manager, 
General Foods Corporation; R. J. Newberry, general traffic 
manager, Johns-Manville Products Corporation; A. B. Bierde- 
man, assistant freight traffic manager, Nickel Plate Road. At 
a luncheon forum meeting, November 5, James E. Brown, for- 
eign correspondent for International News Service, will speak 
on “News from the Fighting Fronts.” 





John Newsome, Congressman-elect for the Birmingham, 
Ala., district, spoke on “Washington Report” at a luncheon 
meeting of the Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club 
October 28. R. L. Parker was chairman of the committee on 


‘arrangements. 





The Sheboygan, Mich., Traffic Club has decided not to 
hold its annual dinner this year. The dinner is customarily 
held in the fall. R. C. Knocke, president, said the decision 


was made “to cooperate in the war effort and keep travel to 
a minimum.” 





The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a rail night 
meeting, November 5, at which Ralph Budd, president, Chicago, 
Burlington and Quincy Railroad, will speak on “Special Mes- 
sage to Railroaders.” There will be a program of entertain- 
ment, including showing of the sound color film, “Empire on 
Parade.” Frank E. Quick is chairman of the rail transporta- 
tion committee. 





Warner B. Shepherd, assistant general traffic manager, 
Aluminum Company of America, and general chairman, Alle- 
gheny Regional Advisory Board, will be guest speaker at a 
meeting of the Traffic and Transportation Association of Pitts- 
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burgh November 6. 


He will speak on “Transportation, a 
Weapon for Victory.” 





Judge Gustavus Loevinger, of the Minnesota district court 
at St. Paul, spoke on “What Will a Jury Do?” at a luncheon 
meeting of the Transportation Club of St. Paul October 27. 
The program was arranged by E. A. Erickson. 





2 The American Locomotive Company color film, “Railroad- 
ing,” and the Aluminum Company of America color film, 
“Unfinished Rainbows,” were shown at a forum meeting of the 
Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit October 27. Motion pic- 


— of battles at Midway Island and the Coral Sea also were 
shown. 





_ Lt. Commr. L. C. Priestman, naval aviation cadet selec- 
tion board, U. S. Navy, spoke on “Naval Aviation” at a Navy 


day luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of New Orleans 
October 26. 





W. P. Long, O. D. T. representative, spoke at a luncheon 
meeting of the Transportation Club of Dallas, Tex., October 
27. Members of the Ft. Worth, Tex., Traffic Club presented 
a program of entertainment. Les Ingalls has been appointed 
acting secretary-treasurer to serve in the absence of Leonard 
Burrus, who has joined the U. S. Army. A. C. Crowboard 
has been appointed to fill Mr. Ingalls’ place on the board of 
directors. 


The Traffic Club of Minneapolis will hold a smoker 
November 2. Arrangements are being made by the entertain- 
ment committee, R. J. Stafford, chairman. An entertainment 


day luncheon meeting was held October 29. W. D. Fernald 
was chairman. 








Edward S. Evans, president, Evans Products Company, 
Detroit, was guest speaker at a motor transport night dinner 
meeting of the Pacific Traffic Association of San Francisco 
October 27. There was a program of entertainment. Hal Kern 
headed the committee on arrangements. 


The Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley held a monthly 
meeting at Easton, Pa., October 19, at which Joseph A. Fischer, 
freight traffic manager, Reading Railroad, spoke on the ODT’s 
general order No. 18, and Albert May, vice-president, Davies- 
Turner Company, discussed export traffic regulations. 








At a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of Kansas City, 
October 26, there was a program of entertainment by members 
of the Four Square Club of the Switzer School of Kansas City, 
Mo. M. E. Sillen is chairman of the luncheon committee. 
Joseph B. Cassidy, traffic manager, Chase Bag Company, has 
been appointed editor of the club’s bi-weekly publication, 
“Traffic Club News.” 





L. R. Stolberg, traffic manager, New England Lime Com- 
pany, Adams, Mass., spoke on transportation problems in New 
England, October 21, at the first of a series of discussion meet- 
ings to be held this fali and winter by the Berkshire County 
Traffic Association. The meeting was held at Pittsfield, Mass. 
A. M. Marshall, transportation engineer, Springfield, Mass., 
spoke on ODT orders. 





Margaret Grace Bondfield, member of the British cabinet, 
spoke at a recent meeting of the Reading, Pa., Traffic Club. 





Ivan A. Jacobsen, Norwegian Lecture Bureau, will speak 
on his experiences as a prisoner for eight months in a German 
concentration camp, at a dinner meeting of the Okland, Calif., 
Foreign Trade and Harbor Club, November 5. 





The Cincinnati Traffic Club held a forum meeting for 
discussion of ODT order No. 18 at the Hotel Gibson October 26. 

The South Bend, Ind., Transportation Club will hold a 
meeting at the Hotel LaSalle, November 9, in honor of Andy 
H. Bock, whose retirement as agent for the New York Central 
has been announced. There will be a report of nominations 
for election to office by the nominating committee, of which 
Mr. Bock is chairman. 








G. R. Littell, assistant director of the Cleveland, O., office 
of the Office of Defense Transportation, spoke on ODT general 
order No. 18 at an educational meeting of the Cleveland Trans- 
portation Club October 22. 
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Personal Notes 





The Union League Club of Chicago held a round table 
discussion on “Our Astounding War Transportation Machine” 
at a luncheon meeting for members and their guests October 
29. The discussion panel included Ralph Budd, president, 
Burlington Route; Henry A. Scandrett, president, Milwaukee 
Road, and Arthur H. Schwietert, traffic director, Chicago Aggo. 
ciation of Commerce, with Samuel O. Dunn, editor, Railway 
Age, and in charge of public relations for the western railroads, 
as moderator. The meeting was arranged by the special events 
committee, Joseph H. Finn, chairman. 

The Central of Georgia Railway has announced the 
appointments of Alan Browning as general eastern traffic 
agent, Washington, D. C.; William F. Molinet, eastern traffic 
agent, New York; Frank J. Krupp, commercial agent, New 
York. 

W. L. Ennis has been appointed assistant to the chief 
operating officer for the Milwaukee Road, in charge of claim 
prevention, refrigerator and merchandise service, Chicago, 
William E. Ring has been appointed division engineer at 
Butte, Mont., succeeding D. C. Rhynsburger, who has been 
assigned to other duties. Kenneth L. Clark has been appointed 
division engineer at Aberdeen, S. D. 

Dr. G. Lloyd Wilson, director, division of rates, O. D. T,, 
Washington, D. C., will speak on O. D. T. procedural methods 
and general order No. 18, at a meeting of the Delta Nu Alpha 
transportation fraternity at the University Club, Wilmington, 
Del., November 18. 

Roscoe C. Barker has been appointed traveling freight and 
passenger agent at Houston for the Fort Worth and Denver 
City Railway and the Wichita Valley Railway, succeeding A. 
D. Stenger, who has resigned. 

Roy I. McAllister, assistant manager, United Kingdom 
trade, freight department, United States Lines, New York, 
died October 22. He was 58 years old, and had served with 
the company 35 years. 

William J. Elliott, special representative, traffic department, 
Minneapolis and St. Louis Railroad, Minneapolis, died Octo- 
ber 22. 

The board of directors of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
has elected C. McD. Davis president, succeeding George B. 
Elliott, who has resigned. Mr. Elliott has been elected chair- 
man of the executive committee. Their offices are at Wilming- 
ton, N. C. 

The board of directors for the Santa Fe System has 
appointed James J. Grogan vice-president in charge of traffic 
at Chicago, succeeding Paul P. Hastings, retired. 

Frank G. Browder, 81, former assistant general freight 
agent for the Atlanta and West Point Railroad and the Georgia 
Railroad, died at Atlanta, Ga., October 19. He retired in 1937, 
after serving with the companies more than 40 years. 


Samuel R. Goodman has been appointed assistant to vice- 
president for the Southern Railway at Washington, D. C, 
succeeding A. J. Dixon, who has been transferred to the law 
department. L. E. Wetterau has been appointed executive 
general agent at Birmingham, Ala., and R. D. Tobien has been 
appointed assistant to the chief engineer at Washington. 

H. C. McLaren has been appointed assistant chief, pas- 
senger tariff bureau, Canadian National Railways, Montreal. 
W. C. Sealy has been appointed general superintendent of 
motive power and car equipment, central region, Toronto, 
Ontario, succeeding E. R. Battley, who has been appointed 
system head of the department at Montreal. 


The Illinois Central has announced the appointments of 
Clyde J. Fitzpatrick as superintendent of the Springfield divi- 
sion at Clinton, Ill., and Walter E. Davis as superintendent 
of the Louisiana division at McComb, Miss. They succeed Jo- 
seph W. Hevron, who retired as superintendent for the Spring- 
field division, after serving with the company since 1899, and 
Joseph F. Walker, who retired as superintendent for the 
Louisiana division, after serving with the company 45 years. 


R. J. Laubenstein has resigned as traffic commissioner for 
the Green Bay, Wis., Association of Commerce, after serving 
with the association 23 years, to become manager of warehous- 
ing and transportation for the Leicht’s Transfer and Storage 
Company of Green Bay. 

The following appointments have been announced by Nu- 
trena Mills, Inc.: J. H. Riley, vice-president in charge of pul- 
chases, Kansas City, Kan.; R. E. Gott, general traffic manage!, 
Kansas City; W. L. Alley, traffic manager, Sioux City, Ia. 

William A. Settgas, assistant traffic director for the Amer! 
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can Tobacco Company, New York, has been commissioned a 
major in the U. S. Army. 

James E. Wolfe has been appointed supervisor of wage 
schedules at Chicago for the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
Railroad. 

The alumni association of the Traffic Managers Institute 
of New York has elected the following officers: President, 
Charles A. Thoma, New York Central; executive vice-president, 
Joseph A. Lackey, Santa Fe System; vice-president, Edward 
Ehalt, Pennsylvania Railroad; secretary-treasurer, Arthur 
Chapman, Dairymen’s League Cooperative Association; finan- 
cial secretary, Edward Smith, Acme Fast Freight; members, 
board of governors, Harry Baron, Colonial Mills, Inc., and 
Henry Giese, War Forwarding Corporation. 

The Norfolk and Western has announced the following ap- 
pointments: D. W. Naff, superintendent safety, Roanoke, Va., 
succeeding C. H. Blakemore, who retired after serving with 
the company 45 years; A. P. Gilsdorf, general car inspector, 
Roanoke, succeeding R. H. Dyer, who retired after serving 
in that position since 1920; B. A. Grubbs, assistant superintend- 
ent safety, Roanoke; C. S. Patton, Jr., car foreman, Lambert 
Point, Va. 

The Clearing-Cicero, Ill., Traffic Conference will hold its 
annual Thanksgiving dinner dance at the Clearing Industrial 
Club November 14. 

A. R. Sheff, formerly traffic manager for the Minnesota 
Atlantic Transit Company and the Great Lakes Transit Cor- 


poration, has been appointed general traffic manager for Egg 
Dryers, Inc., at Chicago. 





Questions and Answers 


e In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with trafic. A 
eS eee commerce law, who is @ member of our spe- 


department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate 


transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical trafic problems. We do 


not desire to take the place of the trafic man but to help him in 
his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Trafic Service Corporation, Harle Building, Washington, D. O. 


NE I AS ANN ORES I RENESAS BR ASA ONE SNM R AEE GEO LAIS SOGETA LN IEBED 6 


Tariff Interpretation—Transit—Application of Delmar Case 


Michigan.—Question: Your answer on page’ 873 of the 
Traffic World of October 10, under the caption ‘“Transit— 
Three-Way Rule,” “Michigan” covering technical 4th section 
violation in milling in transit does not completely cover the 
information we desired. 

The transit tariff under which we operate provides only 
that the through rate in effect from point of origin to destina- 
tion on grain or grain products, whichever is the higher, shall 
be the rate to be applied on the products shipped. 

In the case of the Great Northern Ry. Co. v. Delmar Co., 
decided by the Supreme Court in 1931, the court reversed the 
Commission in the matter of proper charges to be paid. In 
that case the Commission had found that there were 4th sec- 
tion violations and that the carrier was liable under the Act. 
The Supreme Court found that there were 4th section viola- 
tions in as much as the shorter haul was within the longer. 
In our case the shorter haul, that of the move from transit 
point to destination, is also within the longer. The court further 
found that the carrier could have transported the shipment 
under the tariff via other routes that would not have violated 
the 4th section of the Act, the tariff being unrouted even as 
in our case. The court then handed down its decision based 
upon that rule of law that when a document contains two inter- 
pretations one lawful and the other unlawful it will not be 
presumed that the maker intended to violate the law. 

Considering the facts and decision in the above case and 
upon the reasoning used therein, it would follow that there was 
no through rate published in the tariff via the route the ship- 
ments moved. That the rule of law used to decide the case 
automatically placed all necessary restrictions upon the routes 
to prohibit a violation of the 4th section of the Act, so long 
as it was possible to move the shipments via a route that made 
no violation. 

Now, if our understanding of the decision as outlined is 
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correct and the decision has not been reversed or superseded, 
then there can be no through rates from point of origin to fina] 
destination upon the grain we are transiting at this point 
when a 4th section violation is involved, due to the fact that 
there are routes via which this grain can move without a 
violation. If such is the case it would seem that we are usin 
a through rate which is not published in any tariff. The Act js 
definitely against this. 

The carrier involved contends that the railroads in Centra] 
Freight Association territory have the 4th section relief suff- 
ciently broad to take care of any such violations. We have 
been unable to find such relief in our tariffs as required by 
the Tariff Circular. If any such relief is in effect it would 
seem that it must be a blanket proposition. If the carriers 
have such relief then the movements being made are probably 
within the law, if not it would seem that we are in fact being 
favored with a rate which is unlawful. 

We would apapreciate a further opinion from you in line 
with the above. 

Answer: ... In the following cases the Commission has 
considered the application of the Delmar case to transit: Trans- 
it Grain, El Reno, Oklahoma and Yukon, Oklahoma, 251 I, ¢. 
C. 49; Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. v. Alton R. Co., 231 
I. C. C. 743 (744); Union Underwear Co., Inc. v. Frankfort & 
C. R. Co., 214 I. C. C. 695; Midland Creosoting Co. v. Illinois 
Term. Co., 214 I. C. C. 477; Peter Fox Sons Co. v. Cleveland, 
C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co., 201 I. C. C. 498; Parkersburg Rig & 
Reel Co. v. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 198 I. C. C. 709; Sperry 
Flour Co. v. Southern Pac. Co., 188 I. C. C. 198. 

Under the decisions in Midland Creosoting Co. v. Illinois 
Term. Co., 214 I. C. C. 477 and Sperry Flour Co. v. Southern 
Pac. Co., 188 I. C. C. 193 (197), construing the Delmar case, 
transit at the joint through rate from origin to destination 
will not apply via a route via which the application of the 
joint through rate would result in a departure from the long- 
and-short-haul provision of Section 4 of the Act. 

The principle applies, except where the departure from 
the long-and-short-haul provision of Section 4 of the Act is 
protected by an appropriate fourth-section Order. Parkers- 
burg Rig & Reel Co. v. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 198 I. C. C. 
709; Transit Grain, El Reno, Oklahoma, and Yukon, Okla., 251 
I. C.,€. 2. 

Another exception to the application of the principle is a 
provision in a tariff providing that the rates will apply “via 
all routes made by the use of the lines of any of the carriers 
parties to this tariff.” Great Atlantic & Pac. Tea Co. v. Alton 
R. Co., 231 I. C. C. 743 (744), and Union Underwear Co. Inc. 
Vv. Frankfort & C. R. Co., 214 I. C. C. GS. 


DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION 


November 2—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bds. 131 and 101. 
MC 29879 Sub. 3—Reliable Transfer Co., Inc., Augusta, Ga., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 73943 Sub. 50—Horton Motor Lines, Inc., Charlotte, N. C., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


November 2—Boston, Mass.—Lenox Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
1, & S. 5103—Shoes, Brockton, Mass., to Brooklyn, N. Y. 


November 2—Chicago, II!.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 103657—Spee-Dee Movers, Hammond, Ind., certificate. 
November 2—Chicago, II1.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 17: 


MC 28546—C. D. Gammon Co., Chicago, Ill. 


November 2—Des Moines, ta.—Hotel Kirkwood—Jt. Bd. 54 and 111: 
MC 53496 Sub. 3—Wood & Fender, Des Moines, Ia., permit to extend 
operations. 


November 2—Ft. Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Archer: 
28667—Central Soya Co., Inc., vs. Alton et al. 

November 2—Holdredge, Neb.—County Ct.—Examiner Lyle: 
Finance 13899—Application of C. B. & Q. for permission to abandon 

branch line extending from Alma to Huntley, Neb. 

November 2—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
Fourth section appl. 19788—Paper articles to Tex. 

November 2—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Examiner Snider: 
28856—Robbins Flooring Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al. 

November 2—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Higgins: 
MC F-1982—Wilson Storage and Transfer Co., lease, E. Dobash. 


November 4—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Examiner Borroughs: 


MC 89825 Sub. 1—J. Buss, Phillips, Tex., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


November 4—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 682 Sub. 2—Burnham’s Van Service, Columbus, Ga., certificate 
to extend operations. 
November 4—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 101: 


MC 69117 Sub. 1—Southern Transfer Co., Atlanta, Ga., certificate to 
extend operations. 


November 4—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Johnson: 
W-305—Hudson River Day Line, common and contract carrier aP- 
plication. 
November 4—Casper, Wyo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Higgins: 
MC F-1973—L. J. Russell, lease, E. S. Kranz. 
November 4—Charleston, W. Va.—Public Service Comm.—Ex. Schubert: 
MC 14751 Sub. 1—Nelson Transfer & Storage Co., Charleston, W. Vé. 








Octo 











RLD 


eded, 

final 
point, 

that 
ut a 
using 
Act is 


entral 
suffi- 
have 
ed by 
would 
irriers 
»bably 
being 


n line 


mn has 
Trans- 
i i es 
D., 231 
fort & 
llinois 
veland, 
Rig & 
Sperry 


Llinois 
uthern 
r case, 
ination 
of the 
= long- 


> from 
Act is 


le isa 
ly “via 
parriers 
, Alton 
50. Te. 


and 101. 
ertificate 


C., cer- 


n: 


and 111: 
to extend 


abandon 
‘ice: 
nider: 
gins: 
ybash. 
yughs: 
nd opera: 
rardley: 


certificate 


tificate to 


Johnson: 
arrier ap- 


ins: 


Schubert: 
n, W. V8. 


October 31, 1942 












CAR OWNERS: 


@ What will your older ones earn, net, 
while the War lasts? 


@ What after the War? 


@ What will they be worth then—only 
Scrap price? 


@ Consider, then, their abnormal worth 
today. 















You may realize today— 


“Returns” of next several years! 
Present book carriage! 
Appreciable profit additionally! 












Ordinarily, anyone of these three features is con- 
sidered satisfactory realization! 


You would, also, amortize now replacement later 
with new and modern cars from the avoidance and 
saving of present excessive maintenance costs, the 
profit and accumulated interim interest, et cetera, 
et cetera! 









OBTAIN OUR QUOTATION WITHOUT OBLIGATION 


IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, Inc. 


37 years’ experience 


13450 S. Brainard Ave., Chicago, Illinois 














"ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL" 
















































































RED BALL,INC- 


- SAPULPA, OKLAHOMA _ 









A Special Commodity Common Carrier 
Motor Freight Service Between Points in 
COLORADO * OKLAHOMA e¢ KANSAS 
ARKANSAS ¢ TEXAS ¢ LOUISIANA 


Modern Equipment, Quick Delivery 










Phone, Wire or Write 


RED BALL, INC, SAPULPA, OK. 


OVER 












LAND 
AND 
SEA 


GENERAL HEAVY-DUTY BOXES 


For the discomfort of the enemy, vital products must travel great 
distances in a global war. Consequently, they must be shipped in 
containers that are able to withstand rough handling and severe 
weather conditions. 





General Heavy-Duty Wirebound boxes 
are helping to get war products to the 
armed forces or war production assem- 
bly lines faster. Assembled and closed 
quickly, easy to handle, they conserve 
vital man-hours. Valuable space, too, is 
saved in trucks, trains, ships and on the 
shipping room floor. 





General Box engineers are widely ex- 
perienced in aiding shippers to meet 
various government packing specifica- 
tions. Perhaps they can help you with 
your shipping problems. Write for full 
details. ifications. 


GENERAL BOX COMPANY 


General Offices: 508 N. Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 


District Offices and Plants: Brooklyn, Cincinnati, Detroit, East St. Louis, Kansas City, 
Louisville, Milwaukee, New Orleans, Sheboygan, Winchendon. 
Continental Box Company, Inc.: Houston, Dallas 


PORT 
HOUSTON 


LEADING PORT 
IN 
TEXAS TRANSPORTATION COLOSSUS 


Texas ports in the past two years 
have reached the annual volume of all 
water-borne transportation of 100,000,- 
000 tons annually, and stand ready to 
serve in the national emergency which 


Here, preparations are made 
for the overseas journey of 
a Diesel motor crank shaft. 
The package is designed to 
comply with Ordnance spec- 





now exists. 


J. Russell Wait, Director of the Port 


Houston, Texas 
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November 4—Chicago, I!|.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Kassel: 
MC C-319—Detroit Board of Commerce vs. Advance Transportation 
Co. of Ill. et al, 
MC C-350—Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce vs. Bates Motor Trans- 
port Lines, Inc., et al. 
November 4—Des Moines, l!a.—Hotel Kirkwood—Jt. Bd. 54: 


MC 10271 Sub. 2—C. M. Sexton, Oakville, Ia., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 24630 Sub. 2—Schnathorst Truck Lines, Laurel, 
to extend operations. 
MC 93423 Sub. 2—S. M. Heaberline, Pleasantville, Ia., certificate to 
extend operations. 
November 4—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Ex Parte 128—Investigation of South Buffalo Railway Co. 
1. & S. 5147—Crude petroleum, Miss. to Ill., Ind. and Mo. 
November 5—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 104008—H. F. Johnson, Laurel, Mont., certificate. 
November 5—Charleston, W. Va.—Pub. Serv. Com.—Jt. Bds. 61 and 245: 


MC 88901 Sub. 3—G. H. Huffman, Elizabeth, W. Va., permit to extend 
operations. 


MC 96495—M. A. Tabor, Bramwell, W. Va., certificate. 

November 5—Cleveland, O.—Cleveland Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
28871—Sherwin-Williams Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

November 5—Columbus, O.—State Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
MC 222 Sub. 2—Liberty Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Secaucus, N. J. 


November 5—Council Bluffs, !a.—Chieftain Hotel—Examiner Lyle: 
Finance 13863—Application of C. R. I & P. for permission to aban- 
don branch line extending from Avoca to Carson, Ia. 
November 5—Des Moines, la.—U. S. Ct.—Examiner Luce: 
MC 82757 Sub. 1—Ellsworth Sales Co., Eagle Grove, Ia., certificate 
to extend operations. 


November 5—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
28876—Corp. Comm. State of Okla. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
November 5—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28846—Increases in Texas rates, fares and charges. 
November 6—Belle Plaine, ta.—City Hall—Examiner Lyle: 
Finance 13907—Application of C. & N. W. for permission to abandon 
branch line etxending from Belle Plaine to What Cheer, Ia. 
November 6—Chicago, I!!.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Kassel: 
MC 36832—American Transit Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill. 
November 6—Cincinnati, Ohio—Gibson Hotel—Jt. Bd. 60: 


MC 37716 Sub. 6—C & D Motor Delivery Co., Cincinnati, O., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 


Ia., certificate 





ACCURATE MILEAGES FURNISHED 


Are you having difficulty in figuring form acceptable for use before the 
points exempted in conjunction with 1. C. C. Large shippers now using 
©. D. T. General Order number 7, this service. Reasonable rates. Short 
limiting use of tank cars? Then write line mileages and mileage maps are 
us. We supply accurate mileages, in our specialty. 


Central Mileage Bureau, Transportation Building, Chicago, Illinois 


S.Wabash Ave. Huber oe 


33rd St. and 
Om MO) = ae > @ 23°) 5 
INCORPORATED 
Daily Refrigerator Service Between 
CHICAGO ATLANTA, GA. INDIANAPOLIS, IND. MIDDLESBORO, KY. 
LEXINGTON, KY. LOUISVILLE, KY. KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Connecting lines serving all pelats 1» Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia 










Chicago 


FOR SALE 
178 55-ton DOUBLE HOPPER CARS, USRA TYPE 


all steel, self clearing; 1880 feet capacity. 
Built 1920, 1921 and 1922. 


A-B Brakes and Full “‘U’’ Truck Frames 


Also, fair quantity New Repair Materials available. 


MUST BE DISPOSED OF IMMEDIATELY 
so if of interest ACT NOW! 


IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, 


37 years’ experience. 
13450 S. Brainard Ave., Chicago, Illinois 


“ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL” 


INC. 
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November 6—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Archer: 
1. & S. 5126—Minimum class rates in W. T. L. territory. 
November 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
Fourth-section Appl. 19997—Starch from Clewiston, Fla., and Laure] 
Miss. r 
November 6—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27002—John Nix & Co. et al. vs. Railway Express Co., Inc., et al, 
28680—Monolith Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
November 7—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-1990—Dalby Motor Freight Lines, Inc., lease, D. Hearne. 
November 7—Chicago, i!!.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Kassel: 
1. & S. M-2091—Iron and steel via Century System, Mich., to Ml, 
and Ind. 
November 7—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 96: 
MC 1509 Sub. 39—Greyhound Lines, Minneapolis, Minn., certificate 
to extend operations. 
November 9—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Lawton: 
|. & S. M-2118—Petroleum products between southern points. 
November 9—Billings, Mont.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 270: 
* MC 94961 Sub. 3—Daniel Klein, Broadus, Mont. 
November 9—Columbus, Ohio—State Comm.—Examiner Parker: 
MC 50404 Sub. 4—T. B. Longshore, Ironton, Ohio, permit to extend 
operations. 
November 9—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 74588 Sub. 16—Marion Trucking Co., Inc., Marion, Ind., permit 
to extend operations. 
November 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Rice: 
28858—-L-U-C-E Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
November 9—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 


* MC F-1977—Frisco Transportation Co., purchase, Keystone Freight 
Lines. 


* MC F-1987—Luper Transportation Co. of Oklahoma, purchase, Key- 
stone Freight Lines. 


USE OF STEEL DRUMS 


Manufacturers allowed to pack products in steel drums 
owned by them, as provided by order L-197, have until Novem- 
ber 7 to acquire title to a supply of used drums, says the War 
Production Board. The order lists permitted uses for steel 
drum containers owned by the packer. 


Originally, the order prohibited the use of steel drums 
for packing specified products after September 14 if the packer 
did not have title to them. 


Amendment (No. 2) was necessary because some manufac- 
turers were accustomed to selling their used containers and 
then repurchasing them as they needed them instead of re- 
taining title as the order requires, said the W. P. B. 

After November 7 the strict provisions of the order cur- 
tailing the use of steel drums again will become operative. 

The amendment also sets up a definition of used drums to 
mean any drum which has been partially or wholly filled with 
any product or commodity. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Hearing Finance 13943, October 28, Washington, D. C., canceled. 
Hearing MC 59583 Sub. 22, October 29, Scranton, Pa., canceled. 
Hearing MC 3341 Sub. 1, October ‘26, Detroit, Mich., canceled. 
Hearing |. & S. 2595 et al., October 31, Chicago, canceled. 
Hearing MC 86833 Sub. 5, October 29, Kansas City, Mo., canceled. 





CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


« « RATES: $1.00 a Line, Minimum 3 Lines » » 





POSITION WANTED—Aggressive industrial Traffic Manager, now 
employed in excellent position, desires change to another permanent 
and progressive A-1 organization where he will assume full charge 
of this activity and where intelligent and capable effort will be mate- 
rially recognized in due time. Fifteen years of common carrier and 
industrial experience, college graduate, age 33, married with three 
children. Address Box 73, Traffic World. 


AS Le ae eee 


WANTED—Traffic manager for Chamber of Commerce in Wiscon- 
sin city. Excellent opportunity for capable man. Address Box 74, 
Traffic World. 


PES ee ee 


MR. EXECUTIVE—The services of men may be frozen to their 
present positions for the duration. Traffic Manager, draft exempt, 25 
years’ experience, transit expert, desires immediate connection where 
merits of ability will be recognized. Reference A-1. Address Box 76, 
Traffic World. 

PO te i a a a a 7 

MILEAGE-ROUTING EXPERT available. 15 years’ experience. 
Done work for leading shippers and carriers. Recognized authority 
by traffic men. War conditions make this man available. Go any- 
where. Salary secondary to opportunity. Box 77, Traffic World. 





